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APPENDIX, 



As there arc various items of expence incurred for 
Candle, Coals, and Rent not yet charged; it is probable, 
the prefent balance will not be more tban fufficient tjp dis- 
charge them. But as Chriftians of the different denomi- 
nations highly approve of the inftitution, and of the good 
efFeas refusing from the exertions of the Committees of 
inftruftion, there is little reafon to doubt the contributions 
will be equal to the expenditure. 

The General Committee have it in agitation to erect 
Schools for the inftruftion of young perfons of both fcxes 
above the age of fourteen. The fubjeft has been fre- 
quently before them, and it has been agreed, that fuch 
Schools fhall be opened as foon as convenient in the fpring. 
Two Schools are alfo intended in which inftru£Kon Ihatt 
be communicated in the Gxlic Language, for the benefit of ' 
tbofe not fufficietitly acquainted with the Englifh. 

WILLIAM CARLILE, Prefes. 
W*- w M'GAVIN, Secretary. 
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CHRIST'S SUPREME DIVINITY* 



IT is of the utmoft importance to afcertaia 
the true character of the Lord Jefns 
Chrift, the Redeemer of mankind ; to know 
whether he is the Supreme God, and equal 
with the Father, or jvhether he is a mere man, 
or is God only in an inferior fenfe, and by a 
derived right The names Orthodox and Ad- 
vcrfaries, the former as aflertors of Chrift's 
fupreme divinity, the latter as affertors of an 
oppofite opinion, we intend to ufe in the fol- 
lowing inquiry, for the like of diftinftion, and 
to avoid circumlocution. 

A 2 Admitting 
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Admitting, which however is far from be- 
ing the truth, that the number of Adverfaries 
were equal to that of the Orthodox, in this 
and in every other period of the Chriftian 
church, the zeal of the Adverfaries in publifli- 
ing, and propagating their opinions, will at 
leaft apologize for the zeal of the Orthodox in 
maintaining theirs* This zeal, in endeavour- 
ing to overturn the dodtrine of Chrift 1 s Su- 
preme Divinity, generally received and efta- 
bliftied in the churcli of Scotland, fihews that 
the oppofite doftrine, ii> the opinion of the 
Adverfaries, is not of a fpeculative or indiffe- 
rent nature; and thus difcoyers their wantftf 
candour in endeavouring to impofe iilence oft 
the Orthodox, under the name of liberality. 

And the Orthodox are agreed with them 
in their 'real belief, that the knowledge of the 
truth, with refpeft to this doctrine, is of the 
utmoft importance to the faith, to the hope, 
and practice of Chriftians. 

But we coqtend that the belief of the Ortho- 
dox is infinitely better calculated than that of 
the Adverfaries to adminifter comfort, and en- 
courage moral improvement; and further, 
that the belief of the Orthodox, even if falft, 
can lead to no harm or danger; whereas the 
belief of the Adverfaries, iffalfe, leads t? the 
greateft harm and danger. 

It is not likely that the Orthodox will be con- 
demned by Chrift their judge, for conceiving 
and fpeaking of him according to the obvious 

ienfe 
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fenfe of fcripture language; for afcribing to 
him the names, perfections, and works of the 
fupreme God ; and for offering him fupremc 
worlhip, after the example of angels, and ac- 
cording to the command of God, But as there 
is at leaft a probability that Chrift is the fu- 
premc God, fo there is a fear that many will 
be condemned by Chrift their judge, for deny- 
ing him the glory that was due to his name, 
and for teaching others to do the fame. Thus, 
in the one cafe there is a danger, but in the 
other none. 

So a!fo,a belief of Chrift's fupreme divinity 
will magnify the evil of lin, the love of the Re- 
deemer, and the value of his falvation, infinite- 
ly above what an oppofite belief can do; and 
will proportionably determine to the love of 
Chrift, and to the practice of holinefs. 

Further, it is acknowledged by the Ortho- 
dox, that Chrift is man as well as God; and 
that, as Mediator, he is inferior to the Father. 
And thus, whilft the Orthodox believe Chrift 
to be the Supreme God, according to theiirir 
port of many palHjges of fcripture, they cau 
reconcile their belief with an acknowledge- 
ment of Hi* inferiority. But it is impoffible 
ibat the Adverfaries can reconcile their belief 
of Chrift's inferior and derived divinity with 
the obvious meaning of thofe paflages which 
defcribe him as the fupreme and eternal Jeho- 
vah. 

The miftake of the Adverfaries for we may 

be 
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be permitted to call their opinion by this 
name, feems to arife from a mifconception of 
the province of reafofl in the determination of 
this queilion. 

It is the province of reafon to confider and 
afcertain the truth of the evidences of a divine 
revelation ; to examine the obvious and proper 
meaning of fcripture, and particularly of thofe 
pafliges which fpeak of the Lord Jefus; to 
weigh them one with another ; to deduce pro- 
per 'inferences ; to guard againft faife conclu- 
lions, and againil contradictions. But it is not 
the province of reafon to determine the extent 
of belief by our capacity to comprehend the 
whole nature of the object revealed. We ought 
to judge whether fuph a thing is clearly rc- 
veilpd, but not what mould be the nature of 
inch a thing, H^JBH n , 

Why may not Chrift be the fupreme Ooa 
is well as a real man? It is above our reafon 
to comprehend the nature of fuch an union 
betwixt God and man, but it is not above oar 
reafon to comprehend the revelation of fa* 
a fact. This union is not more above our 
reafon, or more incomprehenfiblc, than theex- 
irtence of an infinite, ommptefeht, and Al- 
ong h t v Spi ri It is as difficult for us to con- 
cent* the nature of God's infinite perfections, 
a:; it is for us to conceive the union _ bctwitf 
the divine and human nature in Chrift, or to 
conceive the fubfiaence of three pcrfons in the 
godhead. It is as difficult for us to conceive 
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how God fhould have exifted from eternity, 
and without any prior caufe; how he could 
have created, and can preferve, both animate, 
and inanimate matter; as it is for us to con- 
ceive how this God ihould exift in three per- 
fons, or how the fecond perfon could affume 
the human nature into a perfonal union with 
the divine, ^unlm^jM fti«sj*| 

In fadt, we know not the nature or eflea- 
tial properties of either fpirit or matter. We 
know that they do exift, but not how they ex- 
ift. We know not the nature of our own 
foul, the nature of its union with the body, 
or the mode of the [fours operation on the 
body. 

As we mean then to have recourfe to fcrip- 
ture for a determination of the prefent ques- 
tion, we will ufe our reafon in afcertaining the 
plain, obvious, and connected fenfe of the 
words of fcripture, and in refuting the forced 
interpretations of the Adverfarics, And the 
unreafonablenefs of the Adverfanes appears ia 
their profeffing to believe the fcriptures, and, 
at the fame time, in endeavouring to make the 
icriptures reveal no more than what they pleafe, 
or profefs, to comprehend. We mean not to 
detain you with an account of the rife and 
variety of opinions entertained by diifer.n: 
fefts of Adverfarics- The variety and fluctu- 
ation of their opinions is no fmall prefumption 
of their falfehood. And it need offend no Or- 
thodox believer, that fo many deny the iii- 
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preme divinity of the Lord Jefus, fince it \$ 
foretold in fcripture, that many fiall deny the 
only Lord God that bought them ; and fince it is 
exprefsly declared, that no man can fay that Jefus 
is Lord, but by the Holy Ghoji \ 

We ihall therefore dire&ly proceed to confi- 
der what proof the fcriptures afford us of 
Chrift* s being the fupreme God, and equal 
with the Father. 

In fcripture, the fupreme God is revealed 
to us as poffefled of certain names, and perfec- 
tions; as having performed certain works; 
and as entitled to worlhip from all creatures. 
But Jefus Chrift is defcribed as poffefled of 
the fame names and perfe&ions, as having 
performed the fame works, and as entitled to 
the fame worfhip ; and is thus proved to \t 
the fupreme God, and equal with the Father. 

All the names belonging to the true God are 
given to the Lord Jefus. The true God is de- 
fcribed by the names, Lord, God, and Jeho- 
vah ; and all thefe names are frequently given 
to the Lord Jefus. 

L Chrift is called Lord, which is a name 
belonging to the fupreme God. But here it is 
laid by the Adverfaries, we acknowledge that 
the word Lord, as exprefling univerfal domi- 
nion and authority, is frequently applied to the 
Supreme Being, but it is fometimes alfo applied 
to creatures ; and therefore, though you fhould 

* i Cor, xii. 3. 
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produce ever fo many paffages, in which 
Chrift is called Lord, yet they will not afford 
a decilive proof, fince we cannot be certain 
but that the name Lord is given to Chrift, in 
the fame fenfe that it is given to creatures. 

We reply, that the name Lord is indeed 
fometimes given to creatures ; but that when 
the word is fo ufed, there are always fome at- 
tendant circumftances, which point out the 
inferiority of thofe to whom it is applied. 
Whereas, the name Lord is given to Jefus in 
the mod unlimited fenfe; as when he is de- 
clared to be King of kings and Lord of Lords ; 
^nd is often fo given, that were it not for 
the fuperadded name Jefus, or Chrift, we 
fiioulri not know but that the perfon fo deno- 
minated had been God the Father. We fur- 
ther obferve, that the name Jehovah, peculiar 
to the Supreme God, and fo often uied in the 
Old Teftament, is tranflated in the Septua- 
giut by the word Lord ; which name 
is fo frequently applied to Jefus in the New 
Tdtament. 

The word God is another name belonging 
to the Supreme Being, which is given to 
Chrift. But here it is objected by the Ad- 
verfaries, as before, that angels, and men in- 
verted with authority, have, in fcripture, been 
called gods. And the fame anfwer may be 
given as before — that the word god, when 
applied to creatures, is always accompanied 
with fome circumftance that points out the 
B inferiority 
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inferiority of the perfons to whom it is ap- 
plied, Thus, the Lord faid unto MoJesJ have 
made thee a god unto PbaroaL And it is writ- 
ten, / have J aid ye are gods , but ye jhalldu like 
txen. In thefe, and liich like applications, 
there can be no miflake ; and fuch applica- 
tions are few. In all other pafiages, the woni 
God is ufed and underftood to denote the Su- 
preme Being. The name God is applied to 
Cbrift equally as to the Father, in an unlimit- 
ed fenfe, in a great variety of pallages. .V 
It is further objected, that the word God, 
when it is ufed abtblutely, or as the fnbject of 
any propofition, is always to be underftood of 
the Father ; and that the word God in Greek, 
when accompanied with the article, denotes 
the father, by way of excellence, others being 
fuppofed to be partakers of a divinity, but to 
be excluded from the fupremacy. The im- 
port of this obje&ion is, the Supreme Being 
is often introduced as fpeaking and acting, 
without any circumfiance to mark perfona- 
lity ; an when it is faid, there is none good hi 
one % that is God ; and, 0 the depth both of tbt 
knoivtedgc and ivi/dom of God. In fuch like 
paffages, we are told that the Father only is to 
be underftood. This is a mere aflertion ; for 
if there is no circumfiance to mark perlona- 
lity, why may not the Son be underftood to 
be there defcribed as well as the Father ? The 
truth is, in all fuch paffages we are to under- 
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ftand the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft to be 
defcribed* 

With refpeft to the other part of the ob- 
jedion we obferve, that there are no certain 
rules known to us with refpetf to the ufe of 
the Greek article. But what chiefly fliews the 
objeflion to be without foundation, the word 
God is fometimes applied to the Father, when 
not accompanied by the article; and is fome- 
times applied to the Son, as we iliall notice in 
the quotations, when accompanied by the 
article. If the word God, accompanied by 
the article, is fuppofed to exprefs excellence 
when applied to the Father, why is it not al- 
lowed to exprefs the fame excellence when ap- 
plied to the Son? if the word God, ufed with-, 
out the article, is fuppofed to exprefs no infe- 
riority wheu applied to the Father, why is it 
hippofed to exprefs inferiority when applied 
to the Son? r , 

^Thusit appears that both parts of the obp 
jedion prove nothing, and are altogether 
founded on what is called a begging of the 
queftion. For the word God, when given to 
J^Ius Chrta, is attended with all the marks 
°f hjperionty, as when given to the Father. 

J he name Jehovah is peculiar to the fu- 
Preme and true God ; for it is written, Thou, 
vooje name alone is Jehovah, art the woft High 
*W all the earth \ But this name Jehovah is 
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alfo given to Jefus. The objection that the 
name Jehovah is fometimes applied to inani- 
mate objefts, is ridiculoufly weak. An altar, 
which Mofes eretfed, is called Jehovah Niffi, 
The Lord is my banner \ The ark alio is fupr 
pofed to be called Jehovah, as when it \i faid, 
Jehovah is gone up with a pout \ But we re- 
ply , that this laft expreflion may be under- 
wood as fpoken, after the manner of men, of 
God, either of the Father, or of Immanuel 
Or if it fhould be nnderftood of the ark, It is 
fo called from its being a fymbol of the divine 
prefence, fince from the mercy-feat above it, 
the Shekinah, or vifible difplay of Jehovah's 
glory, appeared to Ifrael. Befides, the ark 
was a type of ChrilVs human nature, in which 
God was manifefted. As to the former as^ 
preflion, with refpeft to the altar, it is re- 
plied, that the aforefaid altar was ere&ed by 
Mofes when deeply impreffed with a fenfeof 
God's fpecial prote&ion ; and that the above 
expreflion was probably inferibed on the 
altar. 

It is further objefted, that an angel is fome- 
times called Jehovah, as in Exodus hi* J-* 
17. It is evident that the perfon here called 
Jehovah was indeed the fupreme God- He 
is called Jehovah, God, the God of Abraham, 
Ifaac, and Jacob. He alio aflumes to himfelf 
the peculiar character of deity, I am thai 1^ 
He a&slike the fupreme God, and is adored 

1 Eiod. xvii v 1 j. b PfolV xlviu 5, 
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as fuch, as may be clearly feen from Genefis, 
xlviii. 15, 1 6. The God that fed me all my 
life long) unto this day ; the angel that redeemed 
me from all evil, blefs the lads. Confider thefe 
paflages, and compare them with Genefis, xxiii. 
20. 2 l Behold I fend an angel before thee i to 
keep thee in the way % and to bring thee into the 
Place 'which I have prepared. Beware of him t 
and obey his voice ; provoke him not, for he will 
not pardon your tranfgreffions ; for my name is in 
him. And with lfa. lxiii. 9. The angel of his 
prefence faved them ; in bis love, and in his pity 
he redeemed them ; and he bare tbem, and carried 
them. And with Malachi iii. % i. The Lord, 
whom ye feci fhallfuddenly come to his temple, even- 
the meffenger, or angel, of the covenant \ whom ye 
Jelight in. When thefe pafTages are confidered 
and compared, it will apjiear that the angel 
fpoken of was the Lord Jefus. And Gnce he 
bears the name, performs the works, and 
requires the worlhip of the fupreme Jehovah, 
we conclude that he is the Supreme God. 
And thus the obje&ed paflages afford a clear 
proof of Chrift's being the fupreme Jehovah, 
We now proceed, to (hew that the names 
Lord, God, and Jehovah are a&ually given to 
Chrift. We lhall quote only a few pafTages 
in this pare, deferring thofe that may be in- 
troduced under the other heads. God the Fa- 
ther thus addreffes the Meffiah, Thy throne, 0 
Qod.isfor ever and ever] thefceptreoftby kingdom . 

is 
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is a right fccptre \ Thefe words can be under* 
flood of none other but Chrift; and are 
accordingly applied to him by the apoftle to 
the Hebrews, when declaring the dignity of 
the Lord Jefus b . mK| 

It was ioretold of the Mefliah, that he 
fliould be called Immanuel, God with us, at 
God in our natures It was more fully declared 
that his name fliould be called wonderful 
counfellor, the mighty God, the everlafing Fathtt^ 
and the prince of peace. 4 In this palfage, not 
only the names, but alfo the perfections of 
deity, are afcribed to the Mefliah, who is cal* 
led a child born, and a fon given. It hath 
been obje&ed that this paflage may be thus 
tranflated, His name, the wonderful, counfel* 
lor, the mighty God, the everlafting Father, 
ihall call the prince of peace. We reply, that 
the Hebrew language admits not of inverfions, 
efpecially fuch a great one, as the propofid 
tranflation would require. It is unnatural to 
fuppofe that the defcri prion begun to be given 
of the child born, and fon given, namely, tbt 
^vcrnment fliall be upon hisfljoulders, fhoiild be 
interrupted by a long defcription of God the 
Father, afierting that he is the wonderful, 
counfellor, the mighty God, the everlailing 
Father ; and that the above defcripticm of the 
Son fhould again be renewed and carried on 
in the following verfe, in thefe words : Of the 

1 PfaL xlv. 6. b Heb, i, 8. c Ifa, viL 14. ami Mattli. 
i, 23, d Ifa. i*. 6. 
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increafe of his government and peace there fhall be 
no end. Upon the throne of David, Why 
(hould a defcription of the Father have been 
inferred in the middle of a defcription of the 
Mefliah? And why need the prophet have af- 

ted fuch perfeftions of the Father in thia 
place, fince they were not denied, and fince 
the Father's defign was only to declareaname 
of the Mefliah? 

By the fame prophet, Ifaiah, we find it 
thus written : The voice of him that crieth in the 
wddemefs, prepare ye the way of the Lord ' (Jeljo- 
nh) msiejraigbt in the defert a high way for 
iur God\ Behold the Lord God will come with 
afirong band, and his arm /hall rule for him; be- 
kid bis reward is with him, and bis zvork befre 
bm ; He fhall feed his flock like a fhepherd; be 
flail gather the lambs with bis arm, <& c% > It 
was itarcely poflible that a doubt could b- 
entertained that ]efus was the perfon thus 
aclcnbed ; and if there could be a doubt, it 
is entirely removed by the application of the 
above defenption to Jefus, by the prophet 
Zachanas; And thou child, (John the Baptift) 
hit be called the prophet of the highc/l; fir thou 
M go before the face of the Urd, to prip a n 
nays ; to give knowledge offahation to his people 
h the remiffion of their fms through the tender 
mercy of our God ^ * For the latter part of the 
hrcfaid paffage, fee the tenth chap, of John's 

• ■tt.a.3. Mb.verfesicn, " fife l>t 
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Behold the days come, faith the Ijird, that I will 
rdife unto David a righteous Branch; and a king 
pall reign and pro/per, andjball execute judgement 
andjtiftice in the earth. In his days Judah Jhall 
he fained, and lfrael Jhall dwell fafely ; and this is 
his name wherewith be foall be called — the Lord 
cur rigbtcoufnefs K Here again it is objected, 
that the words may be thus tranflated, This 
is th$ name wherewith Jehovah our Righte- 
oufnefs (hall call him, The Righteous Branch. 
We -reply, that this appellation — the Lord 
oxy Righteoufnefs,feems more properly to be- 
long to the Redeemer, fince it is through his 
righteoufnefs that believers are juftified and 
laved. 

Further, the ex predion righteous bronw 
doth not appear to be ufed as a proper name 
in this patfage. If it is ufed as a proper 
name, where was the neceflity of adding, this 
is the name wherewith he lhallbe called? Or, 
if it was neceflary to declare that this waste 
name why was the declaration not added 
immediately, but delayed till after the intro- 
du&ion of three different fentiments ? 

Should it farther be objeaed, in order to 
weaken our argument, that it is faid of the 
church alfo, this is the name wherewith Ite 
fhali be called, Jehovah our Rigbteoufntft ; 
we reply, that the words might be tranflated, 
This is the name wherewith (he (hall call him, 
or he fhall be called by her, Jehovah our Rig* 

* Jcr, xxiii. 5, 6. b Jcr. xxxiiL 16. 
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teoufnefs. Or allowing the common tran- 
flation, the church muft be called fo, by the 
communication of his name who is the head 
of the church. aJy 

Jefus is foretold and defcribed as Jehovah 
in the following paflage: Sing and rejoice^ 0 
daughter of Zion ; for, lo I come, and J will 
dwell in the midjl of thee, faith the Lord, (Jeho- 
vah) ; and many nations jhall be joined to the Lord 
in that day, and pall be my people ; and I will 
dwell in the midfl of thee, and thou Jhalt know 
that the Lord of Ho/is hath fent me unto thee\ 
The perfon who is fent is called Jehovah, as 
well as the perfon who fends ; and, Who is it 
that was fent and dwelt among his people, 
but the incarnate Word ? 

The angel Gabriel, intimating the birth of 
the Baptift, faith, Many of the children of lfrael 
Shall he turn to the Lord their God; and be pall 
go before him in the fpirit and power of Ettas. 
Him muft be meant of Jefus, and is connect- 
ed in fenfe and confirmation with the Lord 
God \ 

The evangelift John, with a defign to efta- 
bliih our Lord's divinity, which had been 
denied by the firft heretics, thus begins his 
gofpe! : //; the beginning was the Word, and the 
Word was with God, and the Word was God. 
'The fame was in the beginning with God. All 
things were made by him. At the 14th verfe it 
is added, And the Word was made jtt/b 9 and 

1 Zcck ii io. b LtikcL 16, 17. 
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dwelt among us. It would be altogether im- 
pertinent to follow the Adverfaries through 
their labyrinth of inquiries after the meaning 
of the term ^ or word, in the heathen 
writers; fince it is plain, from thefe quota- 
tions, and from Revelation, xix. 13, that the 
term word is ufed as a proper name of the 
Meffiah. And we fhall eafily difcern the pro- 
priety of this name, if we confider, that the 
Me ill ah hath revealed to us the will of God. 
But the Meffiah, here called the Word, is call- 
ed God in the mod unlimited fenfe of the 
name : he is faid to have performed all the 
works of God; and, which implies that he 
cxifted formerly, he is faid to have been 
made flefli. The world was made by him, yes 
without him was not any thing made that was 
made. 

The apoftle Thomas, from a full convic- 
tion of ChrtfVs Supreme Divinity, makes this 
confeflion: My Lord, and my Cod\ (*ok, { * 
^ **< 'o ™.) Here ChriR is called both 
Lord and God, and the emphatical article is 
prefixed to each name ; which, as the Adver- 
faries affert, denotes the word to be ufed by 
way of excellence* Here too, they have in- 
vented an obje&ion, and fay that the words 
are only an exclamation : My Lord, and my 
God (undemanding the Father) is it you Je- 
fus whom I now fee ! Such exclamations are 
to be found in profane writers, but not in the 

* John *x. 2$. 
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facred; for fuch exclamations are impious, 
and forbidden by God, We obferve fur- 
ther, that thefe words, if they had been ufed 
as exclamations, would, in the Greek lan- 
guage have been exprefled in the vocative, 
and not in the nominative cafe. And, upon 
the fuppofition that they were an exclamation, 
what was the need of the repetition, My 
Lord, and my God ? Once more, if they are 
exclamations only, where is the confeflion of 
Thomas, for which Jefus pronounced him 
bleffed? Thus the objedhon appears entirely 
groundlefs ; and we conclude, that Jefus is 
acknowledged by Thomas both as his Lord 
and his God. If Jefus had thought fuch an 
acknowledgement too high and dangerous* 
he would have difclaimed it ; he would have 
reproved Thomas for fuch language ; and 
not have pronounced a bleffing on thofe who, 
in future time, fliould thus believe on and 
acknowledge him. 

Take heed, faid Paul to the elders of Ephe- 
fus, take heed therefore unto yourfehes, and to all 
the flock, over the which the Holy Ghojl hath 
made you overfeers, to feed the church of God, 
which be hath purchafed with his own blood, 

%)\ The word God here alfo is accompa- 
nied with the article. Thefe words fliew, in 
the ftrongeft manner, that the Mediator is 
the Supreme God. It hath been obje&ed, 
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that the meaning might be, which God the 
Father hath purchafed with the blood of his 
Son, as every thing and perfon may be called 
his. If this mode of interpretation be admits 
ted, then it is impoffible to prove any thing 
particular concerning any one thing or per- 
fon. We would obferve farther, that it is 
faid not merely with his blood, but with his 
own blood, the blood of himfelf. 

The apoftle to the Romans, fpeafcing of the 
privileges of the Ifraclites, faith concerning 
them, Whofe are the fathers^ and of whom, $s 
concerning the fcfk, Chrift camt^ who is over all, 
Cod blejfed for ever* Amen. The words in 
Greek are, k<« & 'o ™ f^**, 'o *# •*< t*tV 
ch^ huyrU % Literally, Of whom i* Chrift as 
to the flefh, or human nature, who ii over all 
God bleflbd for even Another tranflation 
hath been devifed or wiihed for, which is 
Let God, namely the Father, who is over all, 
Ibe blefled for ever* If this tranflation were 
admitted, the verb m would need to be fup- 
plied, and the rules of conftruftion would be 
totally reverfed; for i % inftcad of being con- 
tinued with its proper antecedent x { ^, muft 
be conftrued with the fubfequent or follow- 
ing word a*, If the apoftle had meant to ex- 
prefs the fenfe fuggefted in the above tranfla- 
tion, he would have faid, © 8 * f Be- 
fides, there feems to be a natural antithefis in 
the fentence, as it is exprefled in our tranfla- 

* Rom* ix. 
/ tion \ 
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tion : Though Chrift was of the Jews as to 
his flefh, at the fame time he was God over 
all, bleffed for ever. 

We have a clear and ftriking proof of 
ChrHVs Supreme Divinity, in the fecond chap- 
ter of the epiftle to the Philippians from the 
jth to the 12th verfes: Let this mind be in you \ 
which was alfo in Cbriji Jefus ; who being in the 
form of God) thought it not robbery to be equal 
with God ; but made himfelf of no reputation, and 
took upon him the form of a fervant y and was 
ytade in the likenefs of men ; and being found in 
fajhion as a man y Eifr, This paffage clearly 
defer ibes Chrift's original glory, his volun- 
tary humiliation, and confequent exaltation, 
as Mediator. A few of the Greek words are, 

Of u 0wv i«r*^w», ivy, tt^xxyftM iiywxlo r* hixt ha Qsv-, 

By the form of God, the Adverfaries fay is 
meant fame divine or godlike appearance 
with which Chrift was inverted. We reply, 
that th? form of God is oppofed to the form 
of a fervant and the fafliion of man ; now, if 
thefe latter muft be underftood to fignify a 
real man, and a real fervant, why ftiould not 
the form of God, in the fame manner, be un- 
derftood to fignify that Chrift was really God? 
Why lliould men wifh to deprive the phrafe 
of its proper and ordinary meaning, if it were 
not to ferve a purpofe? 

Further, that the form of God fignifies that 
Chrift was really God, is confirmed by the 
following claufe; be thought it not robbery 

to 
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fa be equal with God. But ftill greater 
violence is offered to this claufe, three of the ♦ 
principal words being deprived of their pro- 
per meaning. The words rendered, he 
thought it not robbery, fhould, they fay, be 
tranflated, he did not eagerly covet or afpire 
to be like God ; or, he did not think it a prize 
to be haftily catched at, to be like God. If 
this tranflation were to be admitted, the force 
of the apoftle's reafoning would be entirely 
deftroyed ; for in our tranflation, he juftly 
celebrates ChrifVs humiliation, by contrafting 
it with his original glory ; but by the pro- 
pofed tranGation, Chrift not only was i)ot 
God, but was not even defirous to be like to 
God. If fuch were his fituation and fenti- 
ments, where is the great wonder or merit 
of his humiliation? But we obferve, that the 
word Jpw/p*, fignifies the a&ion of robbery, 
and not the prey or booty ; this laft being 
exprefied by anc ^ **** fignifies to think 

or judge, and not to covet, or anxioufly de- 
fire. but fuppofmg we fhould admit this 
abfurd tranflation, he did not eagerly covet 
or catch at it as a prey to be like unto God. 
Why did he not ? Either becaufe a likenefs to 
God was his proper and natural right; or, 
which is the only other fenfe that the words 
will bear, he did not think a likenefs to-God 
object of his ambition. We only obferve 
here, that it is the duty of every good creature 
to defire and purfuc after a likenefs to God. 
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In ftiewing the abfurd import of .the tranfla- 
tion of our opponents, we have taken all the 
words, and particularly like } according to their 
interpretation. But the word which they render 
like, fhould be rendered equal; the fignification 

ofwhichwouldinftantlyoverturntheirpropofed 
tranflation. The words in the original are ™ ^ 
;« ow. We would obferve that w* always figni- 
fies equal; ^ being ufed to exprefs like. 
The word in the original indeed is fa, the 
neuter gender of the nominative, or rather 
accufative plural The aforefaid clauie thea 
literally and juftly tranflated is, He did not 
think it a robbery to be all things equal to, 
or with God. Though the word wfliould 
be confidered as an adverb, it will not alter 
the fignification. From this and other fpeci- 
mens we defire the reader to judge of the man- 
ner of interpretation, and art of criticifm ufed 
by the Adverfaries. 

We have another clear proof of Chrift's 
Supreme Divinity in CoL iL 2, &c That, 
faith the apoftle, their hearts might be comforted \ 
being knit together in love, and unto all rubes of 
the full affurance of under/landing, to the achww- 
kdgementofthemy)eryofGod,andoftbel^ and 
(fCbrijl. The words 

according to the ufual manner, might be 
tranQated, of God both the Father and Chritt ; 
which tranflation would imply that God is 
not to be underftood of the Father to the ex- 
clufion of the Son. Or admitting the cranik- 

"Jni^v.' tioa 
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tion to be, of God even the Father, and of 
Chrift, it will ftill exprefs that God- is not in 
general to be underftood of the Father only; 
fmce, in order to point out his perfonality, 
the apoftle thought proper to add the diftin- 
guifhing epithet Father. And at leaft the 
words exprefs that there is a myftery refpec- 
ting God , even the Father and the Son. In 
the following verfe it is added concerning the 
Son, in whom are bid all the tnafures of know- 
ledge and ofwifdam* And in the ninth verfe, 
the apoftle faith^r in him dwellctb all the fuU 
nefs of the Godhead bodily. 

The fulnefsof deity, the whole 
fulnefs of deity, the whole fulnefs of deity 
bodily or completely (not limply refideth) but 
dwelleth in Chrift. Thofe who can endea- 
vour to elude the force of fuch ftrong and 
pointed exprefTions, we defpair of convincing 
by any thing ftronger that can be advanced* 
In the firft epiftle to Timothy, iiL 16* it is 
faid, Great is the myftery of godlinefs^ God 
manifeft in the flefh <g«* ty»Hg«Ju i> Juft\ftd f 
the fpirit^ &c. The phrafe God was mani* 
feft in the fleih, is fimilar to this other, the word 
was made fleth; the meaning of both which is, 
God alTumed the human nature, or appeared 
in human nature. It hath been objefted, 
that the word 0^, God, is not to be found in one 
or two Greek copies of the New Teftament. 
But thefe are nothing to the great number 
that have it. And it is plain, that the fenle 

requires 
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requires it ; for how improper would it be 
to fay, that a myftery was made manifeft, or 
appeared in the flefli, or human nature? We 
would further obferve, that the words in the 
beginning of this verfe, ihould, in order to 
elucidate the conftru&ion and force of the 
paffage, be confidered in connection with the 
laft claufe of the preceding verfe. The 
apoftle having inftru&ed Timothy how he 
ought to behave himfelf in the houfe of God, 
which is the church of the living God, adds 
which is the pillar and ground of truth* The 
apoftle could never mean that the church 
was the pillar and ground of truth. The 
conftru&ion and fenfe require the words to 
be thus joined and underftood ; The pillar and 
ground of truth ; and without controverfy great 
is the myftery of godlincfs> God was manifefl in 
the flip, That is the manifeftation of God 
in human nature, is a great myftery, and is 
the pillar and ground of truth,* If we 
ihoukl believe, with the Adverfaries, that 
Chrift was deified only after his afcenfion in- 
to heaven, we Ihould do violence to the force 
of the words, and render the apoftle's reafon- 
ing unmeaning. If Chrift was only a man, 
where is the wonder that he ftipuld appear, 
and be confidered, as a man, and where is the 
great myftery of all this ; and how can thu 

* The Author is indebted for the knowledge of the 
above conftruftion of the words, to the Reverend Dr. 
Erlkme, Edinburgh. 
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be afferted to be the pillar and ground of 
truth ? 

The apoftle faith in Titus, ii. 13. Looking 
for that bleffed hope^ and the glorious appearing 
of the great God y and our Saviour Jefus Chrijt. 
It appears that Jefus is here called the great 
God, and alfo our Saviour. The word tran- 
sited and might be rendered even; and the 
palTage in the prcfent tranflation will very 
properly bear fuch a fenfe as we have ex- 
preffed* Chrijl pall appear the fecond time unto 
fakation; and appearance unto judgement, in 
almoft all other palTages of the New Teftament, 
feems to be fpoken only of the Son. 

The apoftle John, who in his gofpel fo 
clearly afferts the fupreme divinity of Chrift, 
faith, in his firft epiftle, v. 20. And we know 
thdt the Son of God is come^ and hath given* us 
an underjlanaing, that we may know him that it 
true) and we are in him that is true^ even 
in bis Son Jefus Chrift: this is the true 
God and eternal life. The latter claufe in 
Greek 

The literal meaning 
of which is, We are in him that is true, in his 
Son Jefus Chrift. He, or this perfon, is the' 
true God and eternal life. He is the true 
God malt be underftood of Jefus; for the 
pronoun e v7.-, he, mult refer to the immedi- 
ate antecedent, Jefus Chrift. Befides, an al- 
fertionthat the Father is the true God, would 
be unueceflary in the prefent place; and. 

though 



chrirt's supreme divinity. 



*7 



though God the Father is the living God, yet 
the Son is ufually denominated Life, or the 
fource of eternal life to believers. 

The apoftle Peter addreflTeshis fecond epiftle, 
to all who have obtained like precious faith 
through the righteoufnefs of God, and our 
Saviour Jefus Chrift. u^m *, f „ i 3,„««m «» 
0^ i/un ««i salngu x^fn. Literally, Having ob- 
tained faith in the righteoufnefs of our God 
and Saviour Jefus Chrift. The conftruclion 
of the words, as well as the fcope of the paf- 
fage, require that the word God mould be 
underftood as applied to Chrift; for it is the 
righteoufnefs of one and the fame perfon, 
even Jefus Chrift, that is the ground of jufti- 
fication to believers. 

The apoftle Jude fays, that there were cer- 
tain men crept in unawares, ungodly men^ turning 
the grace of our God into lafcivioufnefs, and deny- 
ing the Lord God, and our Lord Jefus Cbrtjl. 
The latter claufe might be tranflared, deny- 
ing the Lord God, even our Lord Jefus Chrift. 
What confirms this interpretation, is a confide- 
ration that the perfons fpoken of profiled 
Clmftianky ; for the apoftle fays, they -mere 
crept in unawares; and that no feci of Chrif. 
tians ever denied the exiftence of a deity, but 
that many have denied the Supreme Divinity 
of the Lord Jefus. 7 

Similar perfons are defcribed by the apoftle 
Jeter, in his fecond epiftle, ii. i. Who Jball 
bring m damnable hcrefes, even denying the Lord 
that bought them. & 

D 2 Thus 
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Thus we have quoted a few paflages, (hew- 
ing that all the names of deity arc given to 
Jefus Chrift in the mod full and unlimited 
manner. We (hall now take notice of two 
paflages that feetn to declare Chrift to be Lord 
and God only in an inferior fenfe; but which 
to us appear perfectly confident with the doc- 
trine of his fupreme divinity. 

This, faith Chrift, in his prayer to the Fa- 
ther, this is eternal life, that they might know thee, 
the only true God, and Jefus Cbrtjl whom thou 
h/ajl fent, ' The words may be tranflated, That 
they might know thee and Jefus Chrift to be 
the only true God. But not to infift on this 
tranllation, we obferve that the expreflion is 
not, that they might know thee only to be the 
true God, but thee to be the only true God- 
pot S( ftmt rtt Qi««i but Si tm fttut «Xirf<»r Oisr. The 

natural meaning of the words is, That they 
might know thee to be the only true God, in 
oppofition to falfe gods, and to a plurality. 
But if Chrift is God in any fenfe of the word, 
as he is fo frequently declared to be, thin, ac- 
cording to this very paflage, he muft be one 
and equal with the Father ; he muft be the 
Supreme God, for there is only one God. 
There is no oppofition ftated here betwixt the 
l ather and the Son, but only a declaration of 
the neceffity of knowing the one true God, 
and the Mediator betwixt God and man. 
And we would remind the Adverfanes ot 
what they would feem by mpft of their ob- 
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jeaions to forget, that Chrift is reprefented.injRS 
fcripturein two characters — both that of God, 
and that of Mediator. In the latter charac- 
ter he is reprefented as fubject and inferior to 
the Father; and the prayer from which the 
above paflage is taken was made to the Father 
by Chrift as man. 

The other objected paflage is in I Cor. vm. 
6. 7» us there is but one God, the Father % of 
■whom are all things, and we in Urn; and one 
Lord Jefus Chrift, by whom are all things, and 
we by him. The defign of the apoftle's reafon- 
ing in this and the connected verfes is, to de- 
.clare, that there was but one God, in oppofi- 
tion to the heathenifh creed of a plurality; 
and that there was but one ruler of the uni- 
verfe, and of the church, in oppofition to the 
belief of many inferior agents and governors. 
The defign of the apoftle's reafoning is not 
to exclude Jefus from a right to fupreme di- 
vinity, any mote than to exclude the Father 
from all ihare in the creation and govern- 
ment of the world. The objeaion of the 
■ Adverfaries, from this pafTage againft Chrift's 
Supreme Divinity, would prove too much, 
and therefore proves nothing. If the Father 
only is God, fo as to exclude the Son, then we 
may as reafonably infer, that the Son only is 
Lord, fo as to exclude the Father. Further, 
Chrift is frequently, and even by this very 
apoftle called God, even God over all r blefled 
for ever. And yet the evident defign of his 

reafoning 
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reafoning in this paflage is, to affert the ex- 
iftence of one God only, to the exclufion of a 
plurality. According to the objection, the 
a pottle would deny that Chrilt was God, or 
a'krt thedoftrine of inferior deities, both in 
contradi&ion of himfelf. We have in fcrip- 
tnre many inftances of Chrift's being called 
God, and of worlhip being addreiled to 
him ; if he is not therefore the Supreme God, 
one and equal with the Father, what is he ? 
The opinion of fome that he is nothing more 
than a man, and a prophet, even now that he 
hath afcended into heaven, is fo contrary to 
the whole language of fcripture, as can pro- 
ceed from nothing but a dilbelief, and there- 
fore'muft be accounted a denial of fcripture. 
The opinion of the proper Socinians is, that 
Chrift was deified, or made a God at his ex- 
altation to the Father's right hand. And the 
opinion of the Arians is, that he was before all 
other creatures, both in exiftenceand dignity; 
and that though he is called God, it is in a 
f-nfs inferior to the father. The Holy Ghoft 
a!fo, though called God and worftiipped, is 
held by both the aforefaid fefts to be equally 
inferior; yea, by fome he is accounted only 
a virtue or quality. Thefe opinions evidently 
imply and hold forth the doftrine of inferior 
deities ; a dodlrine oppofed by the above ob- 
jected pallage, and by the whole tenor of fcripr 
tore; a do&rine plainly of a piece with the 
idolatry of the heathens. Jcfus Chrift, as ac- 
knowledged 
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knowledged by them, is frequently called 
God, and worlhipped, only in an inferior 
fenfe j he is therefore, according to them, one 
inferior deity: the Holy Ghoft, even upon 
the iuppofition that he is only a virtue, is an- 
other inferior deity : for he too is called God, 
and worfliipped ; and we know that almoft all 
the virtues were deified by the heathens. 
Now, thefe opinions, in their natural tenden- 
cy and conclufion, are dire<ftly oppofite to the 
whole tenor of fcripture, from which we fliall 
quote two or three paflages. 

The apoftle in the very objefted paflage, 
fai thjbat though there were to others gods many, yet 
to them there was but one God, The firft com- 
mandment is, Thou /halt have no other Gods be- 
fore me. Thus faith the Lord, the ting of 
Ifrael, and bis Redeemer, the Lord of hofs, lam 
thefirjl and 1 am the loft; andkftdes me there is 
no God** In a following verfe, he faith, h 
there a God beftdes me f Tea there is no God; 
I know not any. And in the preceding 
chapter, he faith, Before me was no Goa ! formed, 
neither fhall there be any after me. I % even /, am 
the Lord y and be/ides me there is no Saviour b . 

Thefe paflages clearly difprove the do&rine 
of a plurality of deities, equal or fubordinate. 
There is no other God, and no other Saviour 
befides Jehovah, but Jefus Chrift is both God 
and Saviour ; he is equal and one with the 
Father* 
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Acd, 



3* 



A SCRIPTURE DEFENCE OF 



And, if the orthodox do&rine of the Trinity 
be confidered, the objected paflage will be 
found perfectly confident therewith. For 
thoughtheSonisGod,andtheHolyGhoftisGod, 
as well as the Father, yet there is but one God. 
The Son is in the Father, and the Father in 
the Son. If the Father is declared to be the 
one true God, the Son mull not be under- 
ftood as excluded ; and if the Son is declared 
to be Lord, the Father mull not be under- 
ftood as excluded. The apoftle feems to ex- 
prefs the fame fentiment here, as he doth elfe- 
where, when he faith, There is one God, and 
one Mediator betwixt God and man. He aflerts 
the exiftence of one God, and of one Lord 
and Saviour. And with refped to the plan 
of redemption, the Father is reprefented as 
-vindicating the honour of the deity, the 
Son as rendering fatisfadUon in room of of- 
fending men. 

As a fupplement to this clafs of arguments, 
we obferve, that many defcriptions of the 
true and moft high God, which we find in the 
Old Teftament, are by the writers of the New 
Teftament applied to Chrift ; and therefore 
clearly prove his fupreme divinity. 

It is laid of lfrael, in Numb. xxi. 5, 6, 7- 
And the people /pake againfl God and againji 
Mf/es; and the Lord fent fery ferpents among 
the people and they bit the people, and much 
people of lfrael died. Therefore the people 
came to Mofcs, and faid, we have finned, for we 
have fpoken againjl the Lord. 
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But the apoftle in 1 Cor. x. 9. faith, Neither 
let us tempt Cbrifl, as fome of them alfo tempted \ 
and were detlroyed of ferpents. The words will 
eafily bear this explanation: Neither let us 
tempt Chrift as fome of them alfo tempted 
Chrift. But granting that this is the true ex- 
planation, Neither let us tempt Chrift as fome 
of them alfo tempted Jehovah ; then it is un- 
deniable, that Chrift ftands in the fame rela- 
tion to Chriftians, that Jehovah did to lfrael ; 
and that it is as criminal and dangerous for 
Chriftians to tempt Chrift, as it was for the 
Ifraelites to tempt Jehovah. 

The prophet Ifaiah, in his fixth chapter 
from the beginning faith, tfaw the Lord, fitting 
upon a throne, high and lifted up ; and above it 
flood the Seraphim : and one cried unto another, 
and [aid, holy, holy, holy is the Lord of bofts, the 
whole earth is full of bis glory. Then f aid I, Wo 
is me, for mine eyes have fecn the king, the Lord 
of hofts. And be /aid, go and tell this people. 
Hear ye indeed, but under/land not^ and make their 
ears heavy, and font their eyes ; lef they fee with 
their eyes, and hear with their ears, ayd under/land 
with their hearts, and convert, and be healed. 
This paflage is a fublime defcription of the 
Moft High God. 

But this paflage is applied to Chrift by the 
Evangelift John, in chap. xii. 37, &c. Though 
be (Chrift) bad done fo many miracles before them, 
yet they believed not on him. Therefore they could 
n*t believe, becaufe Efaias faid again, he bath 
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blinded their eyes, 5sfc. Tbefe things [aid 
Fjaiasy when he faw his glory and /pake of 
bim Nevertbelefs, among the chief rulers aljo, 
many believed on bim* If we confider either the 
conftrudHon or intent of the paflage, the word 
him is through the whole applicable to Chrift 
only. When he faw his glory and fpake of 
him, to whom but Chrilt are thefe words ap- 
plicable? If they were to be underflood of the 
Father, why are they introduced here, in a 
pallage where Chrift is confefledly to be un- 
derftood as fpoken of, both in the preceding 
and following claufes ? And why are they in- 
troduced without a particular mention of the 
Father, fince they evidently appear referable 
to Chrilt only. 

Again, by the fame prophet, God is intro- 
duced as declaring himfelf in the following 
majeftic language: Ifa. xlv* 21, &c. There is 
no God elfe hefules me, a jujl God and Saviour ; 
thefe is none befides me. Look unto me and be ye 

faved all the ends of the earth ; fur I am God and 
there is none elfe, I have fworn by viyfclf the 
word is gone oat of my mouth in righteoufnejs, and 

fiall not return, that unto me every knee Jhould 
bow x every tongue jhall fwear. Surety, pall one 

fay, in the Lord (Jehovah) have I righteoufnefs 
and Hrength; even to him jhall men come, and all 
that are ineenfed ogainjl bim fl ail be ajhamed: in 
the Lord Jhall all the feed of lfrael be jitftificd, and 

fiall 'glory. 

But this defcription of Dtity is applied to 

Jefus 



Christ's supreme divinity. 3$ 



Jefus, as the fame divine perfon who fpoke 
the above words : For we jhall all jland before 
the judgement-feat of Chrift* For it is written, 
as I live, faith the Lord, every knee pall bow to 
me, and every tongue /hall confejs to God : fo then 
every one of us pall give an account of himfelf to 
God\ 

The apoftle then muft have underftood the 
perfon called God, who fware by himfelf, to 
have been the Lord Jefus; and muft have 
ufed the word God, as denoting the Lord 
jefus, otherwife he doth not prove what he 
intended— that we muft all ftand before the 
judgement-feat of Chrift. 

The other claufes of the above pafTage, 
from Ifaiah, are true of Chrift, and have been 
applied to him, Jefus is called the great God 
and our Saviour; the only Saviour: in him 
believers have righteoufnefs and ftrength, and 
in him only they glory* 

Jhe apoftle to the Hebrews thus begins his 
epiltle: God, who at fundry times, and in divers 
manners fpake unto the fathers by the prophets. 
Compare this with the following paflage 
from the apoftle Peter : Of which falva- 
twn the prophets have inquired, fear ching what or 
what manner of time the Spirit of Chrift \ which 
was in them, did ftgnify, when it teftified before* 
band the j)tfferings of Chrift, and the glory that 
fiould follow. Many other paflages might be 
quoted and compared; as, Pfalm hv'ul i8 f 

1 Rom. xiv* io, it, ia> 
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with Ephef. iv 8, and Joel iL 28. with Acls 
ii. 17, &c. And fimilar paflages will be confi- 
dered, when we come to treat of the divine 
perfections which are afcribed to Chrift. 
Thu& the things, which by one facred writer 
are clearly fpoken of the one true God, are by 
another writer interpreted as fpoken of Chrift. 
And Chrift is thus proved to be the Supreme 
God in the moft certain and unequivocal 
manner. In the paffages from the Old Tefta- 
ment, the true God, or fupremc Deity, is in- 
troduced as fpeaking and adting ; the apoftlf s 
apply fuch defcriptions of deity to the Son, 
which they mull do from a full perfuafioa 
that the Son is the true God, equally as the 
father. 

We might have fubjoined feveral fuch ap- 
plications of texts from the Old Teftament, as 
made by Jefus himfelf ; but at prefent we 
{hall content ourfelves with one. Awake^ 0 
Swords againfi my Jhepherd^ againfi the man that 
is my fellow; faith tb$ Lord of hofs. Smite 
the fbepherd and the Jhcep Jlmll be fcatte/ed 1 * 
This is applied by Chrift as fpoken of himfelf 
inMat. xxvi. 31. Here the ihepherd is ftykd 
Jehovah's fellow; and elfewhere this ihep- 
herd of Ifrael is called Lord, and God. 

Thus we have Ihewn that all the names 
belonging to the true and fupreme God are 
given to the Lord jefus. ff#) 
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II. We now proceed to the fecond head, 
which was to fhew that all the perfe&ions of 
deity are attributed to the Lord Jefus. 

1 . Eternity is a perfection of deity ; or in 
other words, God exifted from eternity and 
ihall exift to eternity, being without beginning 
of days or end of years. Angels and fpirits 
of men fhall exift to eternity, but they had a 
beginning, having been created by God. Thus 
eternity hath been diftinguifhed into eternity 
that is paft, and into eternity that is to come ; 
created fpirits being deftined for the latter: 
God poffefling both. He inhabited* eternity. 
Of eternity man can form not a pofitive, but 
only a negative conception. Let imagination 
afcend millions of ages back, and repeat that 
extent ever fo often, and then fix on a point, yet 
ftill God exifted eternal ages prior to that. Eter- 
nity is of quite a different nature from time, or 
fuccefhve duration, and is often expreffed by 
a diftin£Uon frpm it, or reprefented as a dura- 
tion before time, or before the creation of the 
world. Thus the Lord is faid to have pofTefled 
wifdom from everlafting,from the beginning, 
ere ever the earth was a # Before the mountains 
were brought forth^ ere ever the world was , from 
everlajiing to everlajling, thou art God b . 

Chrift' s duration is defcribed to us in the 
fame or fynonymous exprefilons. But thou^ 
Bethlehem Epbratab f though thou be little among 
the thoufands of Judah^ yet out of thee fhall he 

I Prov. viii. *2, 23, J Pfal. xc. 2. 
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come firlh to me % that is to be ruler in Tfrael; whofc 
gmugs forth have been from of old y from cverlajl* 
hg\ in apaflagc formerly quoted, he is llyled 
the evcrlafing Father* In the beginning was the 
Wcrd y and the Word was with God % and the Word 
ivas Gody the fame was in the beginning with God. 
The Socinians, who deny that Ghrift exifted 
until he was born of the Virgin, interpret 
this beginning, as the beginning of the gof- 
pel difpenfation. This fuppofition reprefents 
the apoftle's obfervation in a frivolous and 
ridiculous light; for certainly Chrift muft 
have exifted before he could eftablilh any diC- 
penfttion. And it may be obferved, that the 
gofpel difpenfation commenced with the firft 
promife that was given to Adam. But this 
fuppofition is moft clearly refuted by thole 
patiages which declare Chrift to be the Author 
of creation* But then it is farther obje&ed, 
that by the creation afcribed to Chrift, we are 
to underftand only a new creation or re- 
generation. We reply, that it is faid in the 
above cited parage, that without him was 
not any thing made that was made. And 
what is ftili more determinate, it is faid in 
Col. i. 1 6. By him were all things created that 
are in heaven^ and that are in earthy vifible and 
invifiblc\ whether they be thrones or dominions , &c. 
There is indeed a new creation of a part of 
mankind, but none of angels. He was in the 

< Mic. v. q. 
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world, faith the evangelift, and the world was 
made by bim, and the world knew bim not. 

As for the opinion of the Arians, that Chrift 
exifted at, or even before, the beginning of 
time, but not from eternity, we reply ; that 
Chrift is faid to have been from ever'laftinjr, 
and that the fame words are ufed to exprels 
his duration, that are ufed to exprefs the 
Father's. Moreover, what is to be faid con- 
cerning Chrift's creating the world, will prove 
that he is not a creature, but the fupreme 
God ; and therefore from eternity in the full 
extent of the word. 

Chrift, in a conference with the jews, faith, 
Before Abraham was J am which is the fame 
mode of expremon by which the Molt High 
God revealed himfelf to iMofes. And this ex- 
prelTion alfo intimates Chrift's independence 
or felf-exiftence. Glorify thou me with tbme 
ownfdf with the glory wbicb I had with thee hi 
fire the world was, is part of Chrift's fokniu 
prayer to the Father b . In the book of Reve- 
lation, Chrift fays to the beloved difciple: 
lam AhhftmdOxnega, the beginning and tic aid- 
ing ; which is, and which was, nil wh'u'a is ts 
come '. 

Immenfity and omDiprefer.ce are 
elfential perfections of God, and are attri- 
buted to Chrift. Wherever two or three are 
gathered together in my name, there am I in the 

1 John via. 58. & John xvns ;. c R ev . L 8. 
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midfl of them \ Are not thefe words fynony- 
mous with the following, which are allowed to 
prove the omniprefence of the God of Ifrael, 
In all places where I record my name , I will come unto 
thee andblejs tbee\ No creature can be prefent in 
two different places at the fame time, But it is 
faid,thatChrift is prefent in all the meetings of 
his people throughout the Chriftian world, ten 
thoufands of which are held at the fame time. 
And yet we are affured, that Chrift is preient 
at the fame time in heaven with all the angels 
and faints. To fay that Chrift is prefent by 
his authority only, is a mere affertion, con- 
trary to the exprefs import of the words, and 
contrary to the very intention of the paflage. 
A king may be faid to be prefent by his au- 
thority in courts of juftice; but was it ever 
the language of a king to his fubje&s, I am 
in all thefe courts, I am in the midft of you? 
/ am in the midjl of you, is held forth as an 
encouragement to all Chriftians to affernble 
in his name, To the fame purpofe alfo, when 
Chrift commifiioned the apoftles to preach 
the gofpel, and to baptize in his name, 
equally as in that of the Father, he addfe, Lo 
I am with you always, even unto the end of the 
world*. 

Chrift further declare^, no man hath afcended 
up to heaven, but be that came down from heaven~- 
the Son of Man who is in heaven, 'o m « *H*"" 
The Arians and Socinians put a violent inter- 

» Mut. xviiL 20. b Exod. xx. 24- ■ Mat, xiviii. %* 
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pretation on thefe words, thus turning them, 
who was in heaven. The literal interpreta- 
tion is, who being in heaven; The former 
allow, that Chrift refided in heaven before 
he became rfun, and the latter fuppofe, that 
Chrift having no exiftence prior to his mani- 
feftation in the flefli, was>- after that event, 
taken up into heaven, and there inftruaed in 
the will of God. Such interpretation repre- 
fents the expreffion as a mere tautology, 
Chrift faith, that none had ever afcended up to 
heaven, but he that came down from heaven. 'If 
he came down from heaven, he muft certain- 
ly have been in heaven- and what need was 
there for his adding, who was in heaven ? But 
upon the orthodox and literal interpretation, 
the words appear necelTary, fublime, and 
linking. Chrift'* omniprefence might be 
alfo proved from his omnifcience, to which 
we now proceed, 

3. Omnifcience is another eflential perfec- 
tion of deity, which is attributed to the Lord 
jtfus. It is faid of God, Thou only knowefl the 
hearts of all the children of men \ And thus 
faith God himfelf, I the Lord fearcb the heart, 
I try the reins, to give every man according to bis 
^ays \ Concerning Jefus it is faid, and there 
were certain of the Scribes fitting there, and "reafon- 
w their hearts; and immediately when %fus 
perceived in hisfpirit that they fa reafoned within 

? 1 Kings viii. 39 . * J er . xvii. 10. 
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themfeives*. Again it is faid, Jefus did not com* 
mi! himfelf 'to them y hecatife he knew all men, and 
needed not that any fbould teQify of man ; for be 
knew what was in man b . Now are we fure y fay 
riifi difdples, that thou knowtf all things. By 
this we believe that thou cameft forth from God\ 
Peter thus appeals to him as the omnifcient 
Being, Lord, thou knowefi all things ; thou know* 
ell that I love thee*. All the ehurches, faith 
Chrift 7J /W/ knoWy that I am be, who fearehtlh 
the reins and heart ; and I will give unto every enc 
of you according to his works \ How could 
Chrift do this, now that he is in heaven, un- 
lefs he were both omniprefent and omnifci- 
cnt? Is omnifcience afcrjbed to the Father in 
fuller or more exprefs terms? Jefus, having 
revealed to the apoflle John the various events, 
which ihould befal the church till the end oi 
time, thus concludes, l % Jefus^ have fent ml 
angel, to tedify unto you thefe things in the churches* 
lurther, the Son is ftid to know the fa- 
ther in the fame manner and degree that the 
Father knoweth the Son. No perfon ( *Jw) 
faith Chrift, knoweth the Son, but the Father; 
neither hwwetb any perfon the Father, fave fht 
Son ; and bi to whomfoever the Son pall revd 
bim r . In the preceding claufe indeed he faith 
that all things were delivered to him of his Father* 
But this muft be underftood of Chrift aa M e * 

* Maik Yu 6. 8. b John ii. 24, 25. c John xvi. 30, 3 1 * 
d John :ml 17. c Rev.-u. 23. f Mat. xu 27' 
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diator. And unlefs Chrift were God as well 
as man, how is it poinble that all things, with- 
out exception, fhould be delivered to Chrift ? 

In another place, Chrift faith, As the Father 
knoweth tne y even Jo know I the Father : jj&L 
in the fame manner and degree \ Ir hath 
been objected, that Chrift maf know all thin^, 
all the works of God, which are but finite, 
and yet his knowledge not be infinite. The 
fame obje&ion might be made againft a proof 
of the Father's Supreme Divinity from his 
omnifcience, and even in a much ftronger de- 
gree. Eor fuppofing Chrift to be a creature 
only, and the Father to be fuperior to the 
Son, then if, according to the obje&ion, the 
degree of knowledge was to be eftimated by 
the greatnefs of the obje&a known, the know- 
ledge of the Son would be greater, as compre- 
hending a knowledge of the Father; for Chrift 
faith, as the Father knoweth me f even fo know 1 
the Father. But hence it appears, that the 
above objection ftands on a falfe foundation. 

The omnifcience of Chrift might be proved 
alfo from his chara&er of Interceffor: for 
how can he hear and prefent to the Father 
the prayers of all his people, unlefs he be 
omnifcient? It might be proved alfo from 
his character of univerfal judge: for the judge 
of the world muft know completely the cha- 
racters of all who are to be judged, in order 
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that he may paisajuft fentence* Should k I 
be replied, that God the Father communicates 
to the Sou the prayers of bis people, and a | 
knowledge of the characters of thofe who fhall j 
be judged, it may be aniwered, that this, in 
effe<5t, would be to deny Chrift to be intcrcef- 
for and judge. However, fuppofing the Father 
to communicate this knowledge, it is impoffi- 
ble that a perfon inferior and limited in his 
being and powers, which Chrift muft be if he 
is not God, can be capable of receiving andcom- 
prehending fuchextenfive and various know* 
ledge, as is neceffary to the interceifor and 
judge of mankind. 

But Chrift' s ignorance of the day of judge* 
ment is brought as an obje£Uon againft his 
omoifciencc : for he himfblf faith t Of thai day 
and that hour, knoweth no man, no not the angels 
which are in heaven: neither the Son, but the Fa- 
ther K Here is one paflage feeining to militate 
againft Chrift' s omnifcience, oppofed to a va- 
riety of paflages, declaring that he knoweth all 
things, and knoweth the infinite Father. Shall 
we then explain away the force of all the above 
cited paflages for the fake of this one ? But 
we would not be thought as retting the argu- 
ment here, but maintain, that the objected 
paflageis perfectly reconcilable with Chrift^ 
pmniifcience. We have already ftated the difr 
tia&ijn betwixt Chrift* s character as Gotl, 

* Mark xiii. 32, 
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ahd his chara&er as man; and unlefs men 
will attend to this diftin&ion, it is impoffible 
that they can reconcile the different things 
that are lpoken of Chrift. Chrift is faid to be 
the ancient of days, the eternal and unchangeable 
Jehovah; and he is faid to be alfo a child born f 
and a man of forrows* It is no more incon- 
Ment with Chrift's poflefling fuprenie divin- 
ity, that he fhould have been ignorant of the 
day of judgement, than that he fliould Lave 
increafedin wifdom mdjlature*, or than that he 
Ihould have fuflfered and died ; for all ihefe 
are fpoken of his human nature. 

To know the day of judgement is not fo 
difficult and wonderful an attainment, as to 
know the hearts and anions of all men, and 
to be able to pafs a juftjudgement upon them ; 
for any man may receive and underftand the 
knowledge of the day of judgement, if only it 
were difclofed to him ; but no creature can 
know and underftand the hearts and charac- 
ters of all other creatures, however fully they 
might be revealed, or however longer time were 
allowed for the attainment of fuch knowledge* 
But we have fully Ihewn that Chrift is pofTeflt 
ed of the latter knowledge— the knowledge of 
the hearts and characters of all men. 

And this leads us to believe, that Chrift** 
forefaid ignorance of the day of judgement 
gniftmean only, that to reveal this day to 

* Luke ii, j*. 
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mankind he had not in commiflion from the 
Father ; becaufe fuch revelation would have 
been highly improper. When the Difciples at 
another time inquired, Lord, wilt thou at this 
time refore again the kingdom to Jfrael? He faid 
unto them, it is not for you to know the times and the 
feafons \ Chrift knew pcrfe&ly that God would 
not at that time rcftore the kingdom to IlYjiel; 
for he had already foretold their difpertion, 
and the deftru<5tion of their temple in that 
very generation. 

And it appears that Chrift did know, and 
hath foretold the day of judgement, but in 
fuch a manner, as not to be exaftly deter- 
mined by men. After the prediction of a 
number of events that <fhould take place, he 
adds, then Jhall appear the ftgn of the Son of man 
in heaven , and he /ball fend bis angels, withe 
great found of a trumpet, and they Jhall gather to- 
gether bis Etcft, &c \ So alfo in the book of 
the Revelation, Chrift hath foretold what^ 
fbould happen under the opening of the feals; 
what fliould happen under the founding of the 
trumpets; and what under pouring out of 
the vials : how long the church ihould enjoy a 
ftate of peace and univerfal dominion ; that 
then Satan Jhould be loofed for a little feafon ; and 
that then the day of judgement Jhould immediately 
follow. It was Jefus that fent his angel to 
teftify thefe things in the churches ; furely then 

1 Afts 5. 6, 7. b Mat. xxiv. 30, 31. 
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he who knew, and could know all thefe things, 
and alfo could give accompliihment to all 
thefe things, muft be the omnifcient Jehovah. 

4. Omnipotence is another perfection of deity 
attributed to Chrift. We have feen that he is 
called the mighty God. The Lord Jefus (hall 
change our vile bodies, that they may be fajhioned tike 
unto bis own glorious body, according to the working 
whereby he is able even tofubdueall things unto him- 
felf\ I am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the 
ending, fait b the Lord, which is, which was, and 
which is to come, the Almighty b . Thefe words 
muft be underftood of Chrift, as clearly appears 
from the preceding verfe: They fing the fong of 
Mofes,thefervant of God— the fong of theLamb, fay- 
ing, Great and marvellous are thy works, Lord God 
Almighty, jujl and true are thy ways, thou king of 
faints \ The fong of Mofes is recorded in E*- 
od as. But if Chrift is not here addrelTed as the 
Lord God Almighty, where is the fong of the 
Lamb? The fong mentioned fnuft certainly 
be a fong fung to the Lamb, for they were the 
faints that fung it. And if he is not thefub- 
jecl of this fong, why is it called his ? Compare 
the above paflage with Revelation xix. 11, 
to the end, where the Son is reprefented as the 
perfonwho performed fuch marvellous works, 
and executed juft and awful judgement. But 
Chrift's omnipotence will ftill more fully 
apt nr, when we confider thofe works, whicU 
Chrift is faid to have performed, and which 

* Philip iii, 21. t R cvc i 2t ; on i( g t c R eve i a f lon xv . 3 . 
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none that is not poffeffed of Almighty power 
could perform. 

5. Immutability, or unchangeablenefs, is 
another perfe&ion of deity attributed to 
Chrift. / am, a phrafe expreffive of the inde- 
pendence and immutability of Jehovah, we 
have feen applied by Chrift to himfelf In 
the cii. pialm, it is faid of God, Of old baft 
thou laid the foundations of the earth ; and the 
heavens are the work of thine hand : they jball 
perijh, hut thou jhait endure, yea all of themjball 
wax old Hie a garment; as a vefture thoufhalt 
change then, and they Jball be changed; but thou 
art the fame, and thy years have no end. There 
can be no doubt but that this is a moft fublime 
defcription of the Supreme, Almighty, and 
unchangeable Jehovah. But this very de- 
fcription is diredly applied to Chrift by the 
apoftle to the Hebrews, L 10. The Adverfa* 
ries would with to underftand thefe words, 
as quoted in the Hebrews, as fpoken of the 
Father, which is contrary to the deftgn of the 
chapter, the conneaion of the fennments, 
and the conftruction of the words. It is moft 
unlikely, it is an abfurd fuppofition, that the 
apoftle 5 intending to prove the glorious dignity 
of Chrift, and after quoting an addrefs of the 
Father to him in the preceding verfe, ihould 
then abruptly proceed to quote, in three verfo* 
an addrefs proving the greatnefs of the Father; 
and ihould" then, 'in the verfe immediately 
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following quote anotheraddrefs of the Father 
tothcSon; and fhoulddo this, without intimat- 
ing a change of perfon from the Son to the 
Father. If the above mentioned addrefs 19 
tiot to be nndcrftood of the Son, why was it 
introduced here? It could pot more fully 
prove the greatnefs of the Father, than it doth 
in it's original- place. What oceafion was 
there that the apollle fhoold at this time, when 
writing to the Hebrews, infift on the glory of 
the Father f And why did he it in fuch a 
manner, as that the addrefs fhould have every 
appearance of being applied to the Son ? But 
we have faid enough to fhew that the objec* 
tion is groyndlefs. The fame apoftle fpeaketh 
of Jefus, as the fame yeferday^ to-dfy\ and for 
ever 1 . Thus eternity, omniprefence orijnmen- 
fitv, omnifcience, omnipotence, and immut- 
ability, are, in many esprefs paffages, attributed 
to Chrift. Any one of thefe perfections beinr; 
attributed to him would prove his Supreme 
Divinity; but all of them, fo often and fo clear- 
ly attributed to him, form a proof that to us 
appears the ftrongeft pofhble ; a proof that 
feems as if it had been intended to meet the 
objections of opponents. 

The above mentioned perfections have been 
denominated the natural and intellectual at- 
tributes of deity. The moral perfe&ions of 
deity, alfo, are attributed to Chrift in the fame 
terms that they are attributed to the Father. 



* Heb. x'nl 8. 
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Chrift is defcribed as perfectly juft or righ- 
teous, perfe&ly holy, and perfe&ly true. He is 
called the Righteous Branches formerly men- 
tioned, Pvighteoufnefs is faid to be the girdle 
of his loins, and faithfulnefs the girdle of his 
reins a . And the Lord is faid to be well pleafed 
for his righteoufnefs' fake b . 

In a formerly quoted clefcription of deity, 
taken from Ifaiab, which, as we Ihewed, is 
applied to Chrift, the Seraphim thus addrefs 
him , Holy, Holy, Holy, is the Lord of Hofts \ Se- 
venty weeks are determined to make rem- 
filiation fr iniquity^ to bring in everMing 
righteoufnefs , and to anoint the moQ kh\ 
Chrift is not only true in all his declarations, 
but is truth itfelf He is the truth and the 
life, Chrift, directing his difcourfe to the 
angel of the church of Laodicea, faith, Write 
thefe things, faith the amen, the faithful and true 
witnrfs l \ 

Chrift is poflelTed alfo of infinite goodnefs. 
Whatever is the goodnefs of God in creating 
and preferving the world, that is the goodnefs 
of Chrift ; for he is faid to have created and 
to uphold all things. With refpefl to redemp- 
tion, whatever goodnefs hath been difplayed 
by the l ather, in fending his only begotten 
Son into the world, and in giving him up to 
the death ; an equal degree of goodnefs hath 
been difplayed by Chrift, in cheerfully un- 

1 Ifa. xL 5. b Ifa. iIjL 21. c Ifa. vi. 3. d Dan, ix. 24- 
e John nil. 14. f Rev. iii. 14. 
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dertaking the work of redemption, and in 
fubmitting to death* The love of both the 
Father and the Son is in fcripture reprefented 
as inconceivable. The apoftle prays, that he 
may be able to comprehend what is the breadth, 
and length, and depth, and height ; and to know 
the love of CbriJ}, which pafjeth knowledge \ 
And in a preceding verfe, he fpeaks of the 
unfcarchable riches of Chrift. 

Againft Chr ill's poJFeffing infinite goodnefs, 
the following pafiage is objected. Why callefi 
thou me good, there is none good but one, that is 
God b ? Here, fay our opponents, Chrift refufes 
the appellation of good, as belonging in a per- 
fect degree to the Father only. This we deny. 
Chrift doth not fay, call me not good; but 
why, or for what r^afon, calleft thou me 
good? Neither doth he deny that he was 
God, but only obferves that the above appel- 
lation belonged to God. This faying of Jefus 
may be confidered, not merely as a reproof 
to the young man for applying the name 
good to one that he fuppofed only a man, and 
a teacher like the Jewifti teachers ; but alfo 
as a mean of inftruding the young man in a 
knowledge of his charader, as the Mefliah, 
and the Son of God- The young man was 
convinced of Chrift's goodnefs, as a man and 
a teacher ; which convidion he declared by 
this addrefs, and by his queftion to Jefus con* 

1 Ephef, Hi. 17, 18. <> Mat, xix. 17, 
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ccrning the manner of obtaining eternal lift 
lefus informed him that God only was good; 
and if he difcerned evidences of fuperior^good- 
intefd in him, it was his duty to confidcr who 
the per foil mult be, to whom filch goodnefs 
belonged. That the Jews believed that the 
MelTiah was the Son of God, we {hall Ihew 
afterwards. If Chrift was not God, and 
meant to declare to the; young man that ht 
was not God, why did he not do this in 
plain terms; and why did he not in equally 
plain terms difclaim the title of good? Nei* 
ther of thefe he did Yea, his words feem to 
import a different meaning, and different dc- 
'fign, from a denial of being good and being 
God* This paffage therefore doth not dii* 
prove Chrift to be good; and to be God, as he 
is elfewhere iu clearly denominated. 

Thus it appears, that the moral perfections 
of deity, jullice, holinefs, truth, and goodnefs, 
are attributed to Chrift in the fame fnpcrla- 
tive terms to the Father. And wc have 
{hewn alfo, that eternity, immenfjty or omni- 
presence, omnifcienCe, omnipotence, and im- 
mutability are alfcribed to him. Some ac- 
knowledge thatChrilt is poffeflfed of alldivine 
perfeftions, except independence. This opi- 
nion, if it implies any thing, implies that 
Chrift is dependent upon the father for all 
thefe perteftions ; and confequently that he 
derived them from the Father. But this fup- 
pqiition of dependent, or derived divinity* 
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is highly abfurd, as we lhall notice more 
fully afterwards; for it implies that God 
may have gi\*en exiftence to a being or crea- 
ture poITefliug all infinite perfections, and 
that in like manner he may give exiftence to 
many more fuch beings. And this fuppofi- 
tion is, in truth, inconfifteat with ChriiVs 
jfoffeffing eternity, immeafity, and omnipo- 
tence* 

IIL We now proceed to the third general 
head, or chtfs of arguments, which was to 
fliew, that Chrift workerh all the works which 
God only can perform. 

The ftupendous fabric of the univerfe, 
which demonftrates inlinite power, wifdom| 
md goodnefs, both reafon and revelation de- 
termine to be the work of one true and 
Supreme God. The inviftble things of God t 
pom the creation tf the world, are clearly feen] 
heing underjlood by the things -which are made, 
even his eternal power and Godhead \ 1, faith 
the infinite Jehovah, am the Lord that makcth 
dl things, that fircUbeib forth the heavens alone, 
that fpreaddb abroad the earth by myfclf\ Thus 
fiailytfay unto than, the gods that have not made 
the havens and the earth, even they Jhall periflj 
J ram the earth, and from under thefe heavens. He 
ha th made the earth by his power ; he hath ejlablifh* 
M ifo world by his wifdom; and bath flretched 
m the heavens by his dfcrdkm % Here creation 

a Rom. i. 20. * Hi. xliv. 24, c Jer, x. if. 



J SCTUPTURE DEFENCE 0* 



is exprcfsly afcribed to Jehovah, fo as to ex- 
clude all others, confidered as inferior deities, 
agents, or inftruments. 

But the (captures, in the plaineft and moft 
exprefs terms, declare that Chrift created all 
things. Very much to the purpofe is the follow- 
ing paffage, formerly quoted to prove Chrift's 
immutability- Thou y Lord, in the beginning 
haft laid the -foundations of the earthy and the 
Heavens are the works of thine hands \ All 
things i faith the Evangelift John, were made 
f/y him ; and without him was not any thing madt 
that was made b . He was in the world, and the 
world ivas made by him, and the world knew him 
not \ By him were all things created that are in 
heaven, and that are in earthy viftble and inviftbki 
-whether they be thrones or dominions ,or principalities 
or powers : all things were created by him, end 
for bim. And he is before all things d . By him 
Cod made the worlds\ Thus it is declared 
that the heavens, and the earth, and all 
their hods were created by him* But in the 
beginning God created the heavens and the earth* 
The Kocinians unde'rftand all thofe paflage,% 
as referring to Chrift's inftitution of the goipel 
difpenfation. Bu: this fuppofition hath been 
noticed and an fwered above, when we fpoke 
of Chrilt's eternity. And indeed the above 
pa£Tages fo clearly ihew, to all who do not 

* I-Ieb. I io. b John i. 3. c John L to, d Col I \& 
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fliut their eyes againft the truth, that Chrift 
created the material heavens and the earth, 
with all their inhabitants, that we fhall take 
no more notice of this objedion, but fliall 
proceed to confider and confute the opinion 
of the Arians, which is, that God, the Father, 
created the world by Jefus Chrift, as an inltru- 
ment or agent commiilioned by him. And if 
this opinion is fhewn to be fclfe, that of the 
Socinians will appear much more groundleG. 

Let us then confider this fuppofition, that 
Chrift created the world only as an agent urt- 
der God the Father. Chrift' s creating the 
world only as an agent, muft imply the one or 
the other of the following things : It muft im- 
ply either that Chrift had infinite power and 
wifdom actually communicated to him by the 
Father; or that by the Fathers appointment, 
Chrift only commanded the feveral parts of 
the world to arife into exiftence, whilft the 
Father exerted his infinite power and wifdom, 
along with the Son's otherwife ineffeftual 
command. 

Let us firft confider the fuppofition that 
Chrift created the world by virtue of infinite 
power and wifdom communicated to him by 
the Father, and to what conclufions this will 
kad. And, firft, it muft be acknowledged 
that the Creator of the world muft have pof- 
ietTed infinite power and wifdom, otherwife 
there is no proof from the works of creation 
that there ie one Supreme and Almighty God. 

If 
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If [cms Chrift created the world only by 
virtue of infinite power and wifdom, com* 
municated to him by the Father, then the 
natural unavoidable conclufion is, God hath 
communicated his infinite power, wifdom, 
and other perfections to a creature, or to 
another being befides himfelf; and fo, in 
like manner, he may communicate thefe per- 
fections to many other Inch creatures. And 
eaaji of thefe beings potfefiing infinite power, 
wifdom, and other perfections, may, in like 
manner, communicate thefe perfections to as 
many as they pleafc. Thus the idea of God's 
communicating his infinite perfections im- 
plies the greateft abfurdity, and even contra- 
diction, being inconfiftent with the idea of 
one infinite, fupreme, and eternal caufe. And 
this idea is contrary to the declaration that 
Godwill not give his-glory to another. iShould 
it be replied, that the fame abfurdity may 
be objected againft the orthodox belief, we re- 
plv,that it cannot ; for the Father, Son and Holy 
Ghoft are but one God. The revelation of 
the fad is plain and intelligible. Their man- 
ner of fubfiftencc in the deity, or how the one 
Supreme God fubfifts in three perfons, we ac- 
knowledge to be a myftery above our prefcnt 
comprehenfion ; but as we obferved before, this 
is no greater myftery, or is not more above our 
comprehenfion, than one eternal uncreated be- 
ing, or than the divine omniprefence, ommfa- 
ence, ajul omnipotence. 

But 
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But to return to the aforefaid fuppofition 
of ChriiYs having infinite power, wifdom, 
and other perfections communicated to him. 
Let us grant the fuppofition to be true, we 
aver that the very thing may be inferred 
from it which the Adverfaries deny, and in 
order to oppofe which, they fuppofe Chrift a 
creature. For, by the fuppofition it is grant- 
ed that Chrift is poffefled of infinite power, 
wifdom, and other perfections; and beiag } 
our Creator, Preferver, and Redeemer, he* is 
juftly entitled to our worfhip, love, and obe- 
dience; he is, in faCt, and ought to be, our 
God. Yea, upon this fuppofition, Chrift may 
be confidered as the fole objedt of our wor- 
fhip, love, and obedience, even to the exclu- 
fion of the Father altogether from our regard ; 
for however great the Father is in himfelf, he 
would, on the above fuppofition, be a perfon 
in whom we had no concern. Such is the 
abfurdity, juftly deducible from the fuppofi- 
tion that Chrift is Creator of the world by 
having had infinite power, wifdom, and other 
perfections communicated to him. 

Let us now confider the other fuppofition— 
that Chrift was not poffefled of infinite power, 
wifdom, and other divine perfections; and that 
when he created the world,he only commanded, 
by the Father's appointment, the feveral parts 
of the univerfe to arife into exiftence; and 
that the Father, at the fame time, exerted his 
infinite power along with Chrift's otherwifc 
»neffe<?lual command. 

H The 
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The Father exerted folely the infinite power 
and wiftjom, and Chrift only intimated the 
mandate. Upon this fuppofition, the Father 
muft firft alone have defigned the work .of 
creation, and have intimated his defign to the 
Son, defiring him to ipeak the word, and he, 
the Father, would at the fame time exert his 
infinite power. To fay that Chrift created 
the world in this fenfe only, is to fay that he 
was employed merely for the fake of form, 
pomp, or ceremony. God the Father willed 
creation, and exerted the power 5 the Son only 
aflented and repeated the Father's pleafurcor 
mandate. Now, to fuppofe that Chrift was 
an inftrument, or agent, in this fenfe only, 
is to fpeak contrary to the very meaning of 
the word inftrument or agent ; for an inflru- 
ment is always fuppofed to contribute fome- 
thing to the performance of that about which 
it is employed. Befides, in common language, 
the inftrument is always diftinguiihed from 
the agent j and rhe agent is always under- 
ftood to be the performer of the thing aflea 
or done; fo that the objedion feems to relt 
folely oa men's general inattention to the 
meaning of the word agent. 

But let us fuppofe that Chrift created the 
woild in the fenfe of the Adverfaries, though 
it by no means comes up to the idea of inftru- 
ment or agent; wc obferve, that in this fenie 
any rational creature might have created the 
world. In this fenfe Mofts, and every divinely 
commuTioned perfon, wrought miracles, God 
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gave intimation to Mofes that he would exert 
his divine power in fuch operations, and in- 
llructed him how he was to aft, as you may 
fee in Exod. vii. 8 and accordingly God ex- 
erted his divine power upon Mofes' a6ling and 
fpeaking as he had been directed. Wherefore 
God, and not Mofes, is always celebrated as 
the performer of thefe miracles; fee Pf. lxxviii. 
1 1. But Jei'us Chrift is exprefsly faid, in many 
palTages, to have created ail things; and he is 
declared to have done this for the very pur- 
pole of leading mankind to a view and adora- 
t : on of his divine character. And there is no 
intimation that he was employed,as Mofes was, 
only for the purpofe of notifying the exertion 
of creative power. It was neceflary that Mo- 
fes (hould notify to Ifrael the divine interpola- 
tions, that they might know to afcribe them 
to the true four,ce ; but what need was there 
for Chrift to have repeated the Father's man- 
date, for efFe&ing the work of creation, when, 
by the fuppofition, he exerted no pow r er ? 
Chrift's repetition of the mandate cannot ferve 
in any meafure to convince men more effec- 
tually that creation was the work of God, but 
hath had this effedl only — to perfuade the 
greateft part of Chriftians,that Cbrift, in truth 
created the world by his own power ; and con- 
fequently, if the Adverfaries' fcheme is true, 
to lead away our belief from the true Creator. 

Further, the idea of Chrift's agency or in- 
ftrumentality in this fenfe, is (till more ex- 
prefsly difproved. For not only is Mofes dc- 
H 2 clared 
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clarcd not to be the adtual performer of the 
miracles which God wrought at his intima- 
tion; and not only is Chrift never denied to 
be the real author of the works faid to be 
wrought by him ; but a direct oppofition i$ 
ftated betwixt Chrift's power and that of Mo- 
les, in the third chapter of the Hebrews, the 
firft fix verfes. For this man was counted worthy 
of more glory than Mofes % inafmwb as he who 
hath builded the boufe hath more honour than the 
koufe. Mofes verily was faithful in all his boufe, 
as a fervant ; but Cbrijl as a Son over his own 
koufe. So all mere men that ever wrought 
miracles, and particularly the apoftles of Jefus, 
always afcribed fuch miracles, not to their 
own power, but to that of God. But Chrift 
is faid to have wrought all his works, and even 
thofe of creation, without the leaft intimation 
that it was not by his own power, but on the 
contrary, with frequent declarations that one 
great purpofe of his working them was to 
manifeft forth his glory. 

Such then is theabfurdity and falfehood of 
the fuppofition, that Chrift's creating the 
world implies no more than an intimation d 
the Father's will and exertion. And we have 
already (hewn the abfurdity of fuppofing a 
communicated omnipotence and omnifcience. 
But thefe are the only two things that can 
poflibly be implied in agency or inftrumenta- 
}ity, with refpeft to creation. 

Indeed, the idea of agency and inftrument- 
ality is a mere fuppofition, the truth of which 
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it belonged to the Adverfaries to prove, and 
not to us to difprove. The theory of inftru- 
mentality, like many theories, is a mere fup- 
pofition, and is even fhewn to be inadequate 
to the purpofe for which it is advanced. And 
the fuppofition, like many others, is founded 
on a begging of the queftion, or on its being 
granted that Chrift is inferior as a divine 
perfon. 

It is clearly and frequently aflerted that 
Chrift created all things. This we underftand 
to be a ftrong proof of Chrift's being the Su- 
preme God, especially when it is confidered 
at the fame time, that all the names and per- 
fections of deity are afcribed to him. Had 
Chrift never been called God, or had it ever 
been denied that he was God; had the per- 
fections of God never been afcribed to him, 
or had it ever been denied that he was pot- 
feffed of them, then there might have been 
fome excufe for fuppofing that Chrift, when 
he is faid to have created all things, created 
them not in the proper and plenary, but in an 
inferior (enfe. But when we confider the 
chara&er which is given of Chrift in fcrip- 
ture, a denial that he is the proper author of 
creation will appear an ill-intended as well as 
an ill-founded fuppofition. 

But it is farther objected, that the phrafe- 
ology by which Chrift is fometimes defcribed, 
as the Creator of the world, would feem to 
intimate fomething of inferior and commif- 
fioned agency. Thus it is faid, By him were 

all 
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all things created) by him God made the worlds. 
Nothing contrary to what we have afferted 
can be proved from the ufe of the prepofition 
by, as it only denotes the performance of any 
thing, by a proper and well qualified author. 
Thus Jehovah fays, He created the heavens and 
the earth by him/elf; which phrafe, by the by, 
excludes all fuppofed agency, and proves that 
Chrift, the Creator, was the Supreme Jehovah. 
And thus all things are faid to have been cre- 
ated by God. As for the expreflion, By him 
God made the worlds, we would remark, in 
the firft place, that it is not faid by him the 
Father made the worlds ; but by him God, 
or the Deity, made the worlds. And we 
would remark farther, that though the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoft, the three perfons 
in the Godhead, were equally the Creator of 
the world, yet the divine and creating power 
of the deity is faid to have been exerted or 
applied by the perfon Jefus Chrift. That is, 
the apoftle intending to remove the prejudices 
of the Hebrews againft the glory and dignity 
of Chrift ; which prejudices were occafioned 
by Chrift's appearance in a low condition, 
and by his fubmiflion to fufferings and death; 
to remove thefe, the apoftle declares that 
Chrift was the very perfon by whom the 
worids were created. When the world was 
created, Chrift had not affumed the human 
nature ; but we are aflured that it was the 
fame perfon who, in the fulnefs of time, ai- 
fumed the humau nature, who created the 

worlds. 
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worlds. In the Old Teftament no intima- 
tion had ever been given, that the Creator of 
the world was inferior to the true God ; but, 
on the contrary, it had always been afferted, 
that all things had been created by the Su- 
preme Jehovah ; wherefore, the declarations 
in the New Teftament, that the world was 
created by Chrift, plainly prove that Chrift 
is the Supreme Jehovah. Further, it is faid, 
that all things were created not only by 
Chrift, but alfo for him \ They were created 
for the manifeftation of his glory. 

2. We now proceed to ftiew, that the prc- 
fcrvation alfo of the world is afcribed to Chrift. 
Prefervation may be confidered as a continued 
creation. It is equally an exertion and evi- 
dence of divine power with creation. But 
Jehovah is celebrated as the preferver of the 
world. Thou, even thou art Lord alone ; thou 
haft made heaven, the heaven of heavens, with all 
their hojl ; the earth and all things that are there- 
in ; and thou prefervejl them all \ 0 Lord, thou 
prefcrvej} man and beajl c . Thou hidejl thy face, 
they arc troubled ; thou takejl away their breath, 
they die and return to their dujl. Thou fcndejl 
forth thy Spirit, they arc created; and thou re- 
"twejl the face of the earth d . But Chrift is de- 
clared to be the preferver of all things, and 
muft therefore be the Supreme God. * My 
Father, faith Chrift, worketb hitherto, and I 
wori\ This intimates his fupreme provi- 
dence, and fuperintendence over the courfe of 

, 1 Colof. i. 1 6. *> Nch. ix. 6. c Pfa!. xxxvi. 6. d Pfal. 
civ. 29. < John r. 7 . 
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nature, which ever obeyed his command By 
him all things wnfifl, faith the apoflle \ And 
ellewhere he faith of Chrift, Who being tbc 
brightnefs of his (God's) glorj f and the expre/s 
image of his perfon y upholding all things by the 
word of his power b . Th us it is clearly afferted 
that Chrift preferves all things, and hereby it 
is proved that he is pofTeffed of infinite per- 
fe&ions ; and that he is the Supreme God. 
The objection of agency may, with refpe£l to 
prefer vat ion, be repelled in the fame manner 
as it was with refpeft to creation. The decla- 
rations of Scripture, that Chrift was the Cre- 
ator and is the prcferver of the world, mum- 
ally corroborate each other. That Chrift alio 
governs the world maybe briefly fhewn. He 
not only reigns in Zion, makes his people 
willing in the day of his power, and preferves 
them unto eternal life, but he alfo rules in tk 
mid% of his enemies, and breaketh them in pieces 
like a potters vejfets c . 

3. The miracles which Chrift performed, 
like wife prove that he is pofleffed of Supreme 
Divinity. Miracles do not of themfeWes 
prove that the vifible performer is God, but 
they prove that the power of the Supreme 
God is exerted in the performance of them- 
Juftly did Nicodemus obferve to Jefus, i* 
man can do thofe miracles that thou dorjl, except 
God be with him. All the prophets and apot 
ties who wrought miracles, declared in ex- 
prefs words, or by their manrer of performing 

* Colof. i. 17 b Hsb. 1 3- 1 See V ^tn ex. i» 3 *° d 
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* them, that they wrought them riot by any 
virtue or power of their own, but folely by 
the power of God Yea we find it recorded 
that Mofes, the great prophet of God, once 
erred in the performance of a miracle : he 
was commanded to take his rod and fmite the 
rock, which he did, and the water guflied 
out a ; but he fpake unadvifedly with his lips % 
and there was occafion for his fmiting the 
rock a iecond time. And for this thing was 
he excluded from entering the land of Canaan* 
But Chrift's manner of performing miracles, 
his defence of himfelf and of his miracles, 
prove that he performed them by virtue of 
his own power ; and confequently prove that 
he was the true God. 

Power over the winds and feas was never 
polfefled by any creature. The exercife of 
this power is mentioned as a decifive proof 
that the God of the Jews was Almighty, 0 
Lord God of Hofts, who is a jirong Lord like unto 
tbee y or to thy faitbfulnefs round about thee ? ThoU 
rulejl the raging of the fea when the waves 
thereof arife thou fiillejl them \ Now Jefus and 
his difciples had gone down into a ihip; and 
there came down a form of wind on the lake ; and 
they were filed with zvater, and were in jeopardy. 
And they came to hi?n y and awoke him, faying^ 
Majlcr, Majler^ we ferift ! Then he arofe, and 
rebuked the wind, and the raging of the water ; 
and they ceafed, and there was a great calm K 
The manner of ChrilVs ailing, and the words 

* Numb. xx. 8. * PC cvi. 33. * PC Ixxxix. S, 9. 
take riii. 23, 34* 
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which he x\fc&~rebiiied the winds, prove that 
he was poflcfled of fupreme power. On an- 
other ocadion, the difciples being in a boat 
alone, were overtaken with another great 
ftdrm j when tliey were in this fituatton, Jefus 
approached to them, walking on the fea; he 
even empowered Peter to do the fame, and on 
his entering the toat, he commanded the wind 
immediately to ceafe. "Then they that u^ere in 
the fhip came and worpipped him, faying, of a 
truth thou art the Son of God \ If Jeius did no: 
perform this miracle, or rather thefe three 
miracles, by his own power, why did he per- 
mit the men to worihip him, and to profefs 
their faith in him as the Son of God? Why, 
if he was not God, did he not caution them 
again ft fuch a miftake and fuch a criincf 
Why did he not openly give glory to God 
him ft If, and teach the others to do the fame? 

What knowledge and authority over nature 
did he difebver, when lie diretted to Peters 
hooka fifh with the exadl fum of tribute- mo- 
ney in its mouth b ? What perfeft dominion 
did he exercife over the infernal powers, com- 
manding, on many occafions, the devils to 
depart from the poiktfed, who fometimes 
cried out with a loud voice, What have &t to 
do with thee, Jefus, thou Son if the rnoft high God; 
art thou come hither to torment m before the tfflt^ 
but often they were not permitted to fpeak'- 
He cured all manner of difeafes with a 
word ; he gave fight to the blind \ hearing t0 

* Ma* xiv- 22. h Mat. xvii* 2 4 < c Mat, vSi, 28. and 
Mark v. 16. ffv 
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the deaf ; and fpeech to the dumb ; he cleanf- 
ed lepers; call out devils; and railed the dead* 
It is obferved that tie whole multitude fought to 
touch him, for there %ven! virtue out of him and 
heated them all*. ' When the woman with the 
iffuc of blood touched him, virtue went out of 
him and healed her. Jefus inquired who 
touched him, but it is plain that he did this 
in order that the woman might make an open 
acknowledgement; for the woman was not 
hidden from him, nor even the exercife" of 
faith in her heart b « J aims' dead daughter 
he. took by the hand, and faid to her latitba 
cumi — damfel, I fay unto thee, arife. At an- 
other time, he touches the bier on which was 
carried out a dead man for burial, faying, 
Young marty I fay unto thee^ arife. But we can- 
not review all the miracles of Chrift, which 
he performed in the fame authoritative man- 
ner. And we are told that the world itfelf 
could not contain the books that might have been 
written concerning the things which he did\ 

And, which was the greatell miracle, Chrift 
raifed himfelf from the dead, Defroy this 
temple, faid he to the Jews who required of 
him a fign, and in three days I will raife it up. 
This fpake he of the temple of his body \ 
Again he faith, No man taketh my life from me, 4 
but Hay it down of myfelf; I have potver to lay 
it down, and I have power to take it again c . And 
we are told that Jefus was declared to be the 
Son of God, with power, by the refurre&ion 
from the dead f . 

1 Luke vi, 18. * Mark v. 30. c Joha Kxi* t$. * John 
<9i XL c John x. 18. f Rom. i. 4. 
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Now what we infer, as a proof of Chrift'g 
Supreme Divinity, is, that Chrift wrought all 
thefe miracles by his own proper power, and 
not by a derived power, as did the prophets 
and apoftles. The Adverfaries aflert, on the 
other hand, that Jefus wrought all his miracles 
by virtue of a power derived from the Father; 
and that therefore his miracles are no proof 
of his Supreme Divinity. In fupport of this 
alien-ion they adduce the following paflages: 
The Son can do nothing of bimfelf but what k 
fteth the Father do \ At the grave of Lazarus, 
Jefus lifted up his eyes and fiud, Father I thank 
thee that thou had heard me. To the former 
patfage it may be replied t all the works which 
Jefus wrought were of a good j*nd divine 
kind ; they were fuch as the Father perform- 
ed; they were not of a new, and dubious, and 
far lefs of a bad kind, as the Jews objeded. 
Confidently with this it follows, whatfoevcr 
things the Father doeth, thefe things doeth the 
Son alfo. Our Lord himfelf gives thereafon 
of his praying to the Father immediately be- 
fore he raifed up Lazarus— I know that thou 
hcarejl me always; but becaufe of the people that 
ft and by, I faid it, that they might believe thai thou 
haft fent me. The following paflage alfo is ob- 
jeded: But the Father that dwelleth in me, be 
doeth the works \ Confider what follows : Be- 
lieve me that I am in the Father, and the Father 
in me. And elfewhere he faith, / and the Fa- 
ther are one\ M\ thefe paflages are confifteiu 
with one another, and with the Orthodox be- 

9 John v. 19. b John xiv. 10, c John x. 30, 
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lief The occafion of Chrift's making thefe 
obfervations proves that they were intended 
to confute the reproaches of his enemies, who 
averred that Chrift performed miracles by a 
diabolical power, and that therefore they 
were no proof of his divine miflion. Chrift 
declares, in anfwer, that they were the works 
of God his Father. And, as if he had defign- 
ed to obviate all objection againft his own 
power from the above aflertion, he adds, that 
the Father was in htm, and he in the Father, and 
that they wen one. He declares the union of 
the divine perfons, and gives us to know that 
every exertion of divine power may be af- 
cribed to all thefe perfons. The faying of 
Chrift, that the Father was in him, might fuit 
the fcheme of the Adverfaries, but k is im- 
poflible to reconcile with it the faying, that 
he was in the Father. And indeed their 
fcheme confifts of paflages which defcribe the 
Son of God as incarnate and Mediator, and 
overlooks all thofe which defcribe him in a 
different charader. Whereas, the creed of the 
Orthodox admits, and is reconcileable with 
both. Chrift ever was the true and Supreme 
God ; in the fulnefs of time he became man, 
and fuffered in our ftead. And it is his Su- 
preme Divinity that renders his fufferings 
truly meritorious and eftimable. 

On the fame grounds, it is eafy to explain 
the paflages that feem to reprefent Chrift as 
inferior to the Father. For thus faith Chrift, 
Mv Father is greater than I \ Chrift, as man 

T> •>* ■ ■ John *iv, sS, 

and 
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and as Mediator, a£ted in fubmiflipn to the 
Father. As fuch he reprtfented eleft mea t 
and expiated their fins. As fuch he was the 
Father's fervint ; as fuch, lie was afflicted by 
the Father, and ftibjedted to wrath. In a 
word, all things which he performed as Medi- 
ator, he performed as fuftaining a place of in- 
feriority. He was inferior with refped to 
his office and place as Mediator ; but not in- 
ferior with refped to his perfon. And as wa 
have obferved, the creed of the Orthodox re- 
conciles both the chara&ers of equality and 
inferiority ; whereas, the creed of the Adver- 
saries rejeds the former, in oppofition to in- 
numerable paffages which afcribe to Chrift 
all the names, perfections, works, and wor- 
£hip that belong to the true God. 

As a corollary to this view of Chrift's mi- 
racles, we fliall briefly confider the defence 
which Jefus himfelf made of his miracles; 
which will confirm the truth of his having 
performed them by his own power. 

At one time a paralytic is brought to Je- 
fus 1 . Ihy finsy faid jefus, are forgiven tbte 
The Jews accufed him of blafphemy, faying, 
Who can forgive Jins but God alone f Jefus replies, 
that he might juft have commanded the pa- 
ralytic to arife, which in the prefent cafe 
would have been equivalent to the expreflion 
which he had ufed ; but the former expreflion 
he had ufed for this reafon, that they might 
know that the Son of Man bad power on earth to 
forgive fmu * 

* Luke i B; i% &c, 
Wv Thus 
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Thus Jefus doth not retradt his former ex- 
preflion as unguarded, but confirms it by 
telling them the reafon for which he had 
ufed it. He denies not the obfervation of 
the Jews, that none but God had power to 
forgive fins; at the fame time he affirms, 
that he himfelf had power, even when on 
earth, to forgive fins, and thus, in effect, de- 
clared himfelf to bethefupreme God. Chrift, 
if he was not God, was bound in duty, as an 
honeft man, to have informed the Jews, in 
plain terms, that he was not God, His ex- 
prefTions, as importing that he was God, 
were what gave offence to the Jews, They 
faw Jefus indeed frequently performing works 
which required the exertion of fupernatural 
power ; but they heard him fpeaking of him- 
felf and of his works, not as former prophets 
had done, but in terms that declared thefe 
works to have proceeded from his own pow- 
er, and that proved himfelf to be equal with 
God ; and at the fame time they faw fefus 
devoid of all earthly power and grandeur, 
and refuftng all pretentions to them. But 
from their depraved and carnal views, they 
held the greateft worldly power and gran- 
deur to be eflential requifites in the character 
of the Meffiah. When Jefus, therefore, 
claimed divine power as his own right, and 
declared that he was the MefTiah and Son of 
God, they efteemed, called, and treated him 
as a liar and blafphemer, and confequently 
afcribed his works to the power of Beelzebub. 

They 



A SCRIPTURE DEFENCE 



They could not believe him to be merely a 
prophet; for no former prophet had ever 
fpoken of himfelf in fuch exalted terms, or 
claimed fuch power and honour. The Jews 
perfecuted Jefus, not becaufe he arrogated to 
himfelf a power and honour too high for the 
Mefllah, but becaufe he pretended to be the 
Meffiah,whjlfthe difclaimed all earthly power 
and glory ; whilft he reproved and threaten- 
ed them for their conduct. But the Adver- 
saries, with farlefs confiftency, and notwith- 
ftanding the additional proofs of ChrifVs Su- 
preme Divinity, from his refurreftion, and 
the declarations of the apoftles, deny him to 
be the Supreme God, at the fame time that 
they profefs to believe him to be a true pro- 
phet. But if they cannot believe on him as 
the true God, they ihould rejeft him alfo as 
a prophet, becaufe he laid claim to honours 
which every other true prophet refufed. 

Jefus had, on the Sabbath day, cured a 
lame man, and therefore the Jews fought to 
kill him as a Sabbath breaker*, Jefus an* 
fwercd, My Father worketh bitherto % and 1 
work Upon this they were the more en- 
raged, becaufe he had not only broken the 
Sabbath, but faid alfo that God was his Fa- 
ther, making himfelf equal with God, Thus 
the character of Son of -God commonly given 
to Chrift, or his calling God his Father, im- 
ported, in the opinion of the Jews, an equality 
with God* And what is more, Jefus heard 

* Jehn v, p, rtf; 

the 
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the Jews expreffing this opinion, and he did 
not eontradid, but on the contrary confirm 
it. He informs them that he had power to 
do (till greater miracles, even to raife the 
dead and judge the world at the laft day. 

We have another conference betwixt Chrift 
and the Jews on this very fubje& recorded ia 
the tenth chapter of John's gofpel. Chrift 
ftyles himfelf the good fhepherd, a character 
exprefsly claimed by Jehovah in Ezek. xxxiv* 
1 I. He faith, Moreover 9 as the Father know-* 
eth me, even fo know I the Father. I and my 
Father are one. Then the Jews took up Jlones 
again to -fione him \ and upon ChrifVs afking 
them, for what good woFk they intended to 
ftone him, they replied, that it was for bla£ 
phemy ; hecaufe y fay they, that thou > being a man % 
maleft thy f elf God. Thus the Jews again un- 
derftood ChrifVs expreffions as denoting a 
claim of deity or equality with God. And 
Chrift again doth not deny their inference, 
but admits and confirms it. And he endea- 
vours to fhew them the impropriety of charg- 
ing him with blafphemy, If faith Jefus, he 
called them gods to whom the word of God came, 
fay ye \ of him whom the Father hath fanftifed and 
fent into the world y 7hou blafphemeft^ becaufe I 
faid y I am the Son of God? If I do not the works 
<f my Father y believe me not ; but if 1 do , though 
ye believe not me y believe the works ; that ye may 
know and believe that the Father is in me and I 
*» him. We have made fuch a large quota- 
tion, 'r order that the meaning and connec- 
tion ot die paffage may more fully appear, 
K fence. 
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fmcc upon thefe words is founded an objec- 
tion that Chrift is God only in the fenie in 
which men are called gods. The words, 
I faid ye are gods, are quoted from Pialm 
Ixxxii. 6. It would appear that they were ad- 
drafted to thejewifh rulers as types or figures 
of the Meffiah, the true ruler of Ifrael. 7 
have faid, ye are gods; and all of you are children 
ef the Mok High. But ye /halt die like men, and 
fall like one of the princes. Arife, 0 God, judge 
the earthy for thou pah inherit all nations* After 
the infpired Piklmift had called them gods, 
he declares their mortality, to {hew that they 
were called gods only on account of their of- 
fice, and to typify the Meffiah; and it was the 
Meffiah whom he intreats to arife ; for it is 
he who was to inherit all nations, and to 
judge the earth ; and it is he, therefore, to 
whom the appellation of Son of God was 
juftly due. And this character not having 
been fulfilled in the types, mud be fulfilled 
in the antitype, according to the obfervation 
of Chrift, that the Scripture cannot be broken. 

It is evident that this exprtflion, whom the 
Father hath fan&ified and fent into the world, 
is equivalent to Meffiah. It is evident alio 
that Chrift doth not retraft the character 
which he had claimed of being the Son of 
God, nor difpute the inference of the Jews, 
that he made himfelf God, *** 

The jiefign of his Fcafoning was to free 
himfelf from the charge of blafphemy. Jefus 
performed the moll ftriking miracles, and at 
the fame time declared himfelf to be the 

Meffiah, 
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Meffiah, and the Son of God, The Jews did 
not deny that the character of Son of God 
was proper for the Meffiah ; for they equally 
oppofed the claims of Jefus to be Meffiah, as 
they did his claims to be the Son of God. 
Their criminal error lay in afcribing the works 
of Jefus, which difplayed infinite power and 
goodnefs,to the operation of the devil. If 
they had believed his works to proceed from 
the power of God, they could not have deni- 
ed his claims to be Meffiah, and the Son of 
God; for God never would have countenanced 
a liar. And Jefus, in order to convince the 
Jews of their error in afcribing his works to 
<Satan, obferved, that it could never be the 
difpofition and intereft of Satan, not to fay 
any thing of his power, to perform works that 
tended to ruin his own kingdom, // ye be- 
lieve not me, faith Jefus, believe the works, that 
ye may know that the Father is with me — that yc 
may know that the Father is in me, and I in him. 
The very works which I perform fliew that 
God is with me ; and if you would but con- 
fid er them, muft prove the truth of my claims to 
be the Meffiah, and the Son of God. And 
furely ye muft allow the Meffiah to call him- 
felf the Son of God, without incurring the 
charge of blafphemy ; for even the perfons 
who typified him were called gods, and with 
a direft reference to him. Will you dare then 
to arraign the Meffiah as a blafphemer, for 
calling himfelf the Son of God, when, even in 
theScripture, ycftir only rule by which tojudge 
of blafphemy, thofe very perfons who typified 
R 2 him 
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him were called gods, and fons of the Higheft, 
in order to fhew that this chara&er truly be- 
longed to him? The Meffiah then muft be 
the Son of God ; and that I am the Meffiah, 
though ye will not believe on the authority of 
my word, believe on the evidence of my works, 
which none but God can or will perform. 

So far was Jefus from retracting his claims, 
that he again afferted that the Father was in 
him, and he in the Father 5 and the Jews, 
blinded with the notions of a carnal Meffiab, 
difbelieved the evidence of his works, and 
notwithftanding his reafoning, ftill interpreted 
his claims to be blafphemy^ for we are told in 
the end of the conference, that they again fought 
to take hinty but be efcaped out of their bands. 

The Je wilh high prieit faicl unto Jefus, after 
lie had been apprehended, I adjure thee, by the 
living God, that thou tell us whether thou be the 
Cbri$ f the Son of God\ Jefus faith unto birt, 
thou hall faid, that is, I am indeed the Chrift 
the Son of God. For this acknowledgement 
Jefus is again accufed of blafphemy, Hence 
it is plain that the Jews believed that the cha- 
ra&er of Son of God belonged to Chrift or 
the Meffiah. And it is plain from the former 
conferences which the Jews had with Jefus, that 
they underftood the character of Son of God 
to denote an equality with God, or a right to 
Supreme Divinity. It is plain alfo that Jefus 
never difputed or denied the inference of the 
Jews that he was God, or equal with God, 
por ever gave up his claim to the title of Son 

* Matth. xxvi. 63 



to( God. On the contrary, he pronounced a 
bleffing on thofe who fhould believe and ac- 
knowledge him to be the Chrift the Son of 
God ; and further declared, that none but the 
'Father could difpofe the mind to fuch a belief* 
Simon Peter an/wered and faid y Thou art Chrili i 
the Son of the living God. And Jefus anfwered 
md [aid unto him, Bleffed art thou, Simon Harp- 
net, for flefi and blood bath not revealed it to tbee % 
but my Father which is in heaven \ 

It appears from the laft quotation, that the 
Jews believed that the Mefliah would be the 
Son of God, And it is ftill more apparent 
from all the paflages which defcribe Chrift** 
conferences with the Jews, that they under- 
ftood the term Son of God to denote an equa- 
lity with God, or a being God. It is equally 
clear that Chrift never denied their conelu- 
lions, nor retraced his claims. Yea, ChrifVs 
declarations that he was the Son of God, feem 
tohavehad thegreateft influence upon the Jews 
in exciting them to perfecute and at laft cru- 
cify him. 

Whatever may be the opinions of the Jews 
in theprefent age, they cannot affeft the quef- 
tion. The opinions of men who have refilled 
all the evidences which we have of Chrift*s 
divine million, which evidences have been il- 
luftrated in the deftru&ion of their city and 
temple, and in their prefent difperfion \ the 
opinions of men whofe difpofition it is to deny 
every thing peculiar to Chriftianity ; whofe 
minds, we are affured from Scripture, are at 
prefent blinded; the opinions of men who 
1 Matth. xvi. 16, 17. 
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dream of two Meffiahs j ought not to have the 
imallcft influence in determining the prefent 
queftion. 

As to the opinion of Chriftians concerning 
Chrift' s divinity, it is certain that fince the 
days of Arius, except in the reign of one or 
two Arian emperors, the belief of Chrift's Su- 
preme Divinity was mod generally entertain* 
ed. As to the opinions of Chriftians in the 
days before Arius, there have been difputesj 
but the proofs in favour of thofe who hold 
that a belief of Chrift's Supreme Divinity was 
moft prevalent and generally entertained ap- 
pear incomparably the clearefl and ftrongeft 
Without entering into the particulars of this 
difpute, we (hall only mention a circumftance 
which! on the very face of the matter, feems 
to be conclufive. It was confeflfedly the in- 
troduction of Arian tenets that roufed the in- 
dignation of Chriftians,that led to the condem- 
nation of the Arian party, and divided the 
Chriftian church. Had this contention and 
divifion been occafioned by the publication 
of Athanafian tenets, or do&rines thatfupport 
the Supreme Divinity of Chrift, then we might 
have concluded that Athanalian tenets were 
new and contrary to the received doctrines; 
but fince it was the introduftion of Arian te- 
nets that occafioned the contention and divi- 
fion in the Chriftian church, with the ftrongeft 
reafon we conclude that the introduction of 
thefe tenets was new, and contrary to the re- 
ceived do&rine of Chrift's Supreme Divinity, 

( 2, ) Bu t to r etu rn to a conlidera tion of Ch ri ft's 

works 
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works, and of his own defence of them and of 
his character, we would obferve farther, that 
Chrift not only performed miracles himfelf 
but alfo communicated the power of working 
miracles to his difciples, who accordingly per- 
formed them in the name of Jefas. He com- 
municated this power even while he was on 
earth. And when be had called unto him his 
twelve difciples> he gave them power over unclean 
fpirits^ to caji them out y and to heal all manner of 
Jicknefs, and all manner of difeafe** In the eighth 
verfe he faith, Heal the Jick t eleanfe ihe lepers^ 
raife the dead; freely ye have received^ freely give. 
To the feventy alfo whom he fent forth, he 
gave in commilfion, To heal the fick that were 
in the cities^ and to fay unto ibem y the kingdom of 
God is come nigh unto you b . This power the 
apoftles exerted more extenfively after Chrift's 
Exaltation, when they were endowed with the 
Holy Ghoft. Confidently with fuch com mi f- 
fion, the apoftles performed miracles in the 
name of Jefus. Peter thus addreffed a lame 
man : /// the name of Jefus Chrifl of Nazareth^ 
rife up and walk c . And afterwards, before the 
multitude aflembled on the occafion, he de- 
clared, And his name^ through faith in bis name* 
bath made this man jlrong* At another time 
Peter thus exprelTed himfelf to adifeafed man, 
Enear y Jefus Chrift maketb thee whole d . When 
a damfel, poflefled of a fpirit of divination, 
prefented her felf before Paul at Philippi, Paul 
faid to the fpirit, I command thee in the name of 
Jefus Chrifl \ to come out of her\ Were ever 
1 Mat. x. i; Luke, 9. c Acts, iiii & d AQs. Lx 34 
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miracles wrought in the name of any of the 
prophets or of the apoftles? If Jefus was not 
the real author and pofleflbr of that power 
which he profefled to communicate, and of 
which the apoftles fpoke as exerted by him, 
then no credit can be given to Scripture ex- 
prellions \ and the apoftles were guilty of blaf- 
phemy in afcribing the exertion of miracu- 
lous power to Chrift, and in thus teaching 
mankind to confider him as Supreme God. 
But thefe confequences cannot'be admitted, 
and therefore we muft conclude that Jefus 
Chrift wrought miracles by his own power, 
and communicated fuch power to his difciples. 
Therefore it follows that he is the Supreme 
God. 

4, Chrift is the poflelTor and difpenfer of 
divine and miraculous power, for the recovery 
not only of the natural, but alfo of the fpirit* 
ual frame, for complete falvation. He not 
only made way by his obedience and death, 
for God's beftowing falvation on mankind; 
but he himfelf by his own power beftows 
this falvation. At one time he is faid to 
beftow the Holy Spirit, by which the falva- 
tion of the foul is effected ; at another time, 
lie himfelf is faid to effedt this falvation, is 
faid to convert dead finners,to beftow pardon, 
fan&ifying grace, and eternal life. And fal- 
vation being faid at one time to be effected 
by God, at another time by the Lord Jefus, 
and at another by the Holy Spirit, clearly 
proves, that the Lord Jefus, and the Holy Spi- 
rit are each of them divine perfons, and that 
together with the Father they are one God. 
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Jefus Chrift beftows the gift of the Holy 
Spirit on all his people. The influence of the 
Spirit of Chrift, exerted in working miracles 
on the bodies of mankind, we have already 
confidered ; and we fhall now briefly confi- 
der this influence as exerted in enlightening, 
converting, and fanttifying mankind. 7 be 
vianifeflation of the Spirit is given to every man to 
profit witbai For to one is given by the Spirit 
the word of wifdom; to another the word of know- 
ledge by the fame Spirit ; to another faith by the 
fame Spirit ; to another the gifts of healing by the 
fame Spirit \ It is expedient for you y faith Chrift 
to his difciples, that J go away: for if I go not 
away, the Comforter will not come unto you ; but if 
I depart, 1 will fend him unto you. And, when he 
is come, be will reprove the world of fin, and of 
righteoufnefs and of judgement. He fhall glorify 
me: for he fhall receive of mine, and Jhew it 
unto you \ And, becaufe ye are fons, God bath fent 
forth the Spirit of his Son into your hearts c . And 
we are aflured, that if any man have not the Spi- 
rit of Chrift, he is none of his d . The Spirit of 
Chrift is further faid to 'be the author of eve- 
ry Chriftian grace and virtue — The fruit of the 
Spirit is Jove y peace, joy, longfuffering, gentlenefs, 
goodnefs, faith, meeknefs, temperance \ 

Chrift alfo converts, or makes alive dead 
finners. Converfion is reprefented as a new 
creation, a reftoration of new and fpiritual life. 
It is faid to be efFe&ed by the exceeding great- 
nefs of God's power to us-ward who believe, ac- 
cording to the working of bis mighty power, which 

1 1 Cor. xii. 7, &c. > John xvi. 7, 8, &c. c Gal iv. 
4 Rom 8,9. * Gal. v, az. 
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be wrought in Chrift, when he raifed him frm the 
dead 1 . But this great work is afcribed to 
Chrift— Chrift is exalted a Prince and Saviour to 
give repentance and rcmiffion of fins unto IJraeL 
He is both the author and finifherof faith. In 
what an authoritative and effectual manner 
clid he call Peter and Andrew, James and John, 
. ^ying, Follow me, and immediately they fol- 
' lowed him r When Peter had thrice denied 
his Lord, Jcfus looked upon him, and at the 
fame time reached convidion to his foul, for 
immediately he went out and wept bitterly. Ha 
opened the wide rf audi ngs of his difciplcs that they 
might underfuind the Jcripturcs\ As the Father 
raijcth up the deadend quickenctb them; evenfotbc 
Son quickenctb whom be will. 7 he hour is coming 
and new is, when the dead fiall hear the voice of 
the Son of God: and they that hear Jhall live'. 
And we know that the Son of God is come, and 
bath given us an undemanding, that we max know 
htm that is true*. It is he who openeth, 'and no 
uanjhuttetb; and fhutteth and no man openeth 1 . 
' Ghrift difpenfes alio the panjon of fins. 
13ut pardon of fins is claimed by Jehovah as 
Ins loie prerogative: /, even I, am he tbatbht- 
ti tb t ui thy tnuifortjjions * Ever) fm is commit- 
ted agaiafl Cod; and to him oiily it belong! 
to remit the guik. We mentioned above, one 
inftancc of Chrift's forgiving fins, and the in- 
telenet of the Jews, that none could forgive 
UQti but God,and Chrift's defenceof his power 
to forgive On another occaiion, he laid unto 
Mary, Thy fins are forgiven; on which fbine 

•♦Ephef. j, j$, *v > Mattb. iy. iS. « Luke xxi'mj. * 
*J c, * m 2 5- e i John v. 20. < Rev. iii. 7. « If. t* 
|| I who 
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who heard him thus reafoned within them- 

felves, IV bo is this that forgivetb fins alfo 1 ? He 
commitlioned the apoltlcs to preach repentance 
anJ remijfion of fins in his name, among all nations*, 
Stepheu in his lalt moments called upon God % 
faying^ Lord J ejus, receive my fpirit. And- he 
kneeled down and cried with a loud voice, Lord, 
lay not this fin to their charge Q . 

[unification, which includes pardon of fin, 
is alfo afligned to Chrift. By his knowledge, or 
by the knowledge of him, fiall my righteous 
fervant jujlify many ;for he foall bear their iniqui- 
ties d . And by him all that believe are jnjlificd from 
all things, from which ye could not be jujtifed by 
the law of Mofes c . But ye are wajhed,ye are 
jdiiclified,ye are juflified, in the name of the Lord 
J ejus % and by the Spirit of God f . 

Adoption alio is laid to be the adl of Chrift. 
As many as received him, to them gave he power to 
become the fons of God, even to them that believe 
on his name 5 . 

Divine ftrength alfo to fupport, preferve, 
and perfevfl his people is communicated by 
Chrift. For this, faith the apoftle, I befought 
the Lord th rue, that it might depart from me; and 
he /aid unto me, my grace is fafficicnt for thee, my 
Jlrength is made per fed in weaknefs. Mojl gladly 
therefore will I rather glory in my infirmities, that 
the power of Chrifl may rejl upon me \ lean do 
all things through ChriJ jlrengtbening me \ My 
Jheep hear my voice, faith Chrift, andlknovj them, 
and they follow me. And I give unto them eternal 

* Luke vii. 48. b Luke xxiv. 47. c Afts v. 31. d Ha. 
JUL 11. ' Aasxiii. 39. f 1 Cor. vt II. * Johai. 12. 
h i Cor. x':L8, 9. 1 Philip. iv^J. ' 
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life, and they Jhall never perifh, neither {ball any 
pluck them out of my hand*. To him that over* 
cometh will I grant to fit with me on my 
throne, as I alfo overcame^ and am ftt down with 
my Father on his throne b . In one word, Chrift 4 
faith, all things that the Father hath are mine c . 
And, addrefling the Father, he faith, All mine 
are thine , and thine are mine d . 

Could any terms have been devifed more 
comprehenfive and explicit than the above, to 
fignify Chrift's pofTeflion of all perfection and 
all good ; and his equality and unity with 
the Father ? 

Thus we have fliewn that Chrift hath not 
only procured, but alfodifpenfes, by his own 
right, all the benefits of falvation, the gift ofthe 
Spirit, pardon, grace, and eternal life. 

j. We are further informed that Chrift ftiall 
alfo raife the dead at the laft day. None can 
(doubt but that the refurretf ion of the body 
is the work of God, fince it requires the exer- 
tion of infinite power and wifdom. It is a 
work equally great with that of the original 
formation of the body from the duft of the 
ground. Yea, when this work is viewed in all 
its circumftances, it may appear even more 
wonderful. It is a work tranfeending our 
comprehenfion ; it was never fo much as con- 
ceived by the heathen world ; and it is purely 
a lubje&of revelation, the faith of which refts 
upon the power and truth of God. The 
apoftle obferves, in the prefencfc of Agrippa, 
Whyjhould it be thought a thing incredible with 
you that God fiould raife the dead? But Chrift 

f John x. 27, 28. h Rev, iii. c John xvl ij' 

£ John xyii. jo. 

claims 
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claims the refurreclion of the dead as his pe- 
culiar work ; This is the will of him that fent mt y 
that every one which feetb the So?i, and believetb 
on him, may have everlafling life ; and Iwilhaije 
him up at the laj day \ " I will raife hi a* up at 
41 the laft day/* occurs in the precedingverfealfo, 
and is twice more repeated in the fame chap- 
ter. In the fifth chapter of the fame gofpel, 
having declared that it was he who revived 
dead (inners, he adds, Marvel not at tbis y for 
the hour is coming, in which all that are in their 
graves jhall hear his voice and jhall come forth, 
they that have done good to the refurretlion of life ^ 
and they that have done evil to the refurreclion of 
damnation b . Our converfaiion is in heaven, faith 
the apoftle^yrofl? whence alfo we look for the Sa- 
viour, the Lord Jefus Chrift, who Jhall change our 
vile body* that it may be falhioned like unto his own 
glorious body x according to the working whereby 
be is able to fubdue all things unto himjelf\ Yea 
Chrift ftvles himfelf the Refurreclion and the 
Life*. The above quotations are fo expref- 
five of Chrift' s Almighty power, and of the 
certainty of his raifing the dead, that it would 
be fuperfluous to make any additional obfer- 
vations. 

6. Chrift fhall alfo judge the world. He 
fjdll judge the quick and the dead at his appearing 
and kingdom*. For the Father judgetb no man^ 
hut hath committed all judgement unto the Son f „ 
We muft all appear before the judgement-feat of 
Chrift, that every one may receive the things done 
in the body, according to what he hath done, whe- 
ther it be good or bad 1 . It is faid indeed, that 

* John vi. 14. b John v. 28, c Phil. iii. 20. d John xi. 
2J» * 2 Tim. iv. 1. f John y. 22. * 2 Cof.v. 10. 

all 
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{ill judgment is committed to the Son \ But ic is 
committed to him for this end, That all men 
might honour the Son, even as they honour the Fa~ 
tbtr ; and for this reafon, Becaufe he is the Son 
of Man. The llrengthof this reafon mud be, 
becaufe Chrift humbled himfelf to humanity, 
fullering, and death, therefore God hath ap- 
pointed all judgement to be executed by him, 
that men might conceive of Chrift, not as man 
only, but alfo as God ; that all men might 
honour the Son even as they honour the ra- 
ther. This is the realbn why judgement is 
executed by the fecond, rather than by the 
tirft perlon of the Trinity. Indeed, all the 
works of God were and ftiall be performed 
by Chrift, that, notwithstanding his humilia- 
tion, he might be honoured as God ; and that 
all reafonable creatures might be inftructed, 
that though he was a man of fbrrows, he was, 
and flill is, the True and Supreme God. 

All judgement is committed to Chrift, be- 
caufc he is the Son of Man. If Chrift were 
not God alfo as well as man, he could not be 
qualified to judge the world. Who but God, 
tne poilcftbr of all infinite perfections, can 
judge the world, can judge angels, men, and 
devils? Who but God can know the fecrets 
of all hearts ; the thoughts, defires, purpofes, 
words, and attions of all intelligent creatures 
throughout the univerle, in every period of 
time? And who but he can pafs and execute 
juft fentence upon them all according to their 

The idea of communicated qualification in 
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Chrift may be refuted with refpeel to the 
character of judge, as it was formerly refuted 
with refpeft to his character of Creator. If 
Chrift only paffes fentence, whilft the Father 
really weighs the deferts of his creatures and 
determines the fentence, then Chrift will only 
declare the judgement of the Father, for the 
fake of form or ceremony, which might be 
done by any faint. And when the fcripture 
declares that Chrift is judge of all, according 
to the fcheme of the Adverfaries we muft un- 
derftand juft the contrary. We may alfo ob- 
ferve, that Chrift fhall not only determine and 
declare, but likewife execute their feveral fen- 
tences upon the righteous and the wicked. 
To his difciples he formerly faid, I go to pre* 
pare a place for you, and I will come again and re* 
ceive you unto myfelf that where I am there yc 
may be alfo. And to them at the laft day he 
will fay, Come yc blejfed of my Father , inherit the 
kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the 
world; but to the wicked he will fay, Depart 
from me, ye curfed, into everlafting fire, prepared 
for the devil and his angels. 1 'he Lord jefus Jhalt 
be revealed from heaven, with bis mighty angels, in 
faming f re \ taking vengeance on thofe who know 
not God, and obey not the gofpcl of his Son \ To 
hhn that overcometb will I grant to ft down with 
ine on my throne. Behold he cometh quickly, and 
his reward is with him* 

We ihall now notice a paflage of fcripture, 
which hath been reprefented as an objection 
to the eternal power and government of Chrift, 

3 iThef. i. 7,' 

and 
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and confequently to his Supreme Divinity. 
Then comet h the end^ when he pall have delivered 
up the kingdom to God y even the Father , when he 
jhall have put dswn all rule^ and M authority, and 
power; for he muft reign till he have put all ene- 
mies under his feet. And when all things jhall be 
fubdued to him, then Jhall the Son alfo himfelf be 
fubjefl to him that put all things under him, that 
God may be all in all 1 . This paffage will appear 
perfectly confident with the doftrine of Chrift's 
Supreme Divinity, if we only confider that 
Chrift is here reprefented under the character 
of Mediator, and that it is the mediatorial 
kingdom which he (hall deliver up. And we 
have already acknowledged that feveral paf- 
fages which fpeak of Chrift as man and Medi- 
ator, reprefent him as inferior to the Father* 
But this ought not to caufe a difregard or dif- 
belief of thefe numerous paflages which de- 
fcribe Chrift as the true and Supreme God, 
This paffage by no means denies Chrift to be 
the Supreme God ; yea it implies a fuppofition 
and expreffes evidences of his being the Su- 
preme God, 

It is plain that the kingdom, which it is faid 
Chrift fhall deliver up, is the mediatorial king- 
dom. Now Chrift having, as Mediator, re- 
ceived this kingdom from the Father, when 
he fhall have accomplifhed the ends for which 
he received it, he fhall deliver it up again. Or, 
to fpeak more plainly, this kingdom fhall then 
ceafe, with refpedt to the converfionand fane* 
ti&cation of more fubjeds, the number of 

1 i Cor, xv. 24, Sec, 

whom 
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whom fhall then be complete j and, with re- 
fpeft to its former conftitution, Chrift is de- 
clared in fcripture to be the fole governor of 
the church and of the world, and when he 
fhall have accomplifhed the falvation of all his 
chofen, he fhalhhen ceafe to ad as formerly. 

It is faid of the very perfon who is to deli ver 
up the kingdom, that be muft reign till he (that 
is Chrift himfelf) have put all enemies under the 
feet of himfelf ; till beftjall have put down 
all rule, and all authority and power, fee Philip, 
lit 31. Thus it appears that in this very paf- 
fage the Son, as well as the Father,is faid to put 
all things under Chrift. And we maintain 
that Chrift, if he were not the Supreme God, 
could not be qualified, could not be capable 
of receiving and exerting power to put all 
things under himfelf, and to complete the 
mediatorial kingdom. It is necefTary that the 
king's fon, who perfeftly manages the affairs 
of the whole kingdom, fhould be poffefled of 
equal abilities with his father. 

The great purpofes of the mediatorial king* 
dom were to vindicate the glory of the divine 
perfections, and efFeft the falvation of cleft fin- 
ners. When thefe purpofes are accomphfhed, 
the Son, who, in order to accomplifh them, a£ 
fumed the human nature, fhall, with refpea 
to the office of Mediator, be fubjeel to the Fa- 
ther, who is reprefented as vindicating the ho- 
nour of the deity. But, indeed, though it is 
faid that the Son fhall deliver up the kingdom 
to the Father, it is faid not that he (hall be 
M fubjeft 
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fubje<ft to the Father as Mediator, but that he 
fhall be fubjeft to him who put all things un* 
tier him. But as we have noticed already, in 
this very paffage, the Son, as well as the Fa- 
ther, is faid to put all things under the Medi- 
ator. And therefore, when it is faid that the 
Son rouft be fubjedt to him that put all things 
under him, that is to God; we mull under- 
fland the Son, as man, to be fubjed to God, 
not excluding but including the Son as God. 
This very paflage, therefore, exprcllcs that 
( Ihrift, with refpedt to his divine nature, is the 
Supreme God. The Son fhall be fubjedt, that 
God may be all in all; that the glory of the 
godhead, in every operation, may be fully 
difplayed and acknowledged. But in what- 
ever degree the glory of the Father, as God, 
is promoted through the accomplilhment of 
redemption, in the fame degree the glory of 
the Son, as God, (hall be promoted. 1 he de- 
livery of the mediatorial kingdom, and the 
fubjecHon of the Son, as man, (hall equally 
redound to the glory of Chrift, as God, as it 
(hall redound to the glory of the Father, as 
God. Shall Chrift, who completed the medi- 
atorial kingdom, receive no part of the glory 
anting from the completion of it? It cannot 
be ; for all that the Father hat'h are the Son's, 
and all that the Son hath are the Father's \ 
It fhall be fubjeel of remembrance and ot 
praife to eternity, that Chrift hath redeemed 
mankind to God by his blood, and hath vindi- 
cated the glory of the divine perfections. But 

1 John xvii. io. 

then 
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then alfo it (hall be fully known and acknow- 
ledged, that Chrift accompliihed this, not 
merely as man, but alfo as God ; that it was bf 
virtue of his being the Supreme God that he 
was able to accomplifh this. If Chrift per- 
forms all works, as it is fo often faid he doth, 
in the kingdom both of nature and of grace, 
how can the glory of God be difplayed by 
thefe works, unlefs Chrift be God — unlefs the 
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, are one God ? 
How (hall it appear that God is all in all 
throughout the works of creation and redemp- 
tion, if the perfon who is faid to have perform- 
ed thefe works is not the true God; if the Fa- 
ther is not in the Son, and the Son in the 
Father ? 

The idea of agency, delegated power, or in- 
ftrumentality, hath already been refuted, as 
contrary to the obvious import of thofe paf- 
fages, which declare all things to have been 
created and to fubfift by Chrift, and as like- 
wife contrary to all our ideas of one fupreme, 
eternal, and independent God. But it fhall 
at laft appear that God performed all things, 
and for his own glory; and that God only 
could thus ad. All the works then which 
Chrift hath performed, and fhall perform, 
prove that he is poffeffed of proper and fu- 
preme Divinity. 

4. We now proceed, in the fourth place, to 
prove that Chrift is poffefTed of fupreme divi- 
nity, by fhewing that divine worfhip is paid 
to him. Worfhip, in the proper acceptation 
of the word, is confined in its application to 
M 2 God 
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God alone. It implies proper conceptions of 
God's character* a grateful fenfe of his good- 
nefs, and expreflkms of thefe in our words and 
behaviour. 

There are fome inftances of the word wor- 
fliip being ufed to denote that refpedt which 
is paid to men in office, but it is then fo qua- 
lified as to diftinguilh it from that worlhip 
which is due to God. Ml the congregation of 
Jfrael bowed down their heads y and worjhipped the 
Lord and the king K That this worlhip was only 
an outward reverence paid to the king s cha- 
racter is plain from the very paflage, If any 
other worlhip was meant, all that can be con- 
cluded is, that it was finful. That civil reve- 
rence only was meant is evident from the 
humble demeanour of David, from his expref- 
fions, and from the general fenfe of his fub- 
je&s, that all religious worlhip was due to God 
alone* 

When Herod, arrayed in royal robes, fat 
on his throne and made an oration to the 
people, they gave a fhout,faying y it is the voice of 
a god and not of a man. And immediately the an- 
gel of the Lord fmote him, becaufe he gave not God 
the glory ; and he was eaten up of worms. ^ This 
is the only inftance of any thing like religious 
worlhip given and accepted by men, in ienp- 
ture; and the conclufion from this inftance 
is abundantly obvious. Yea, we find inftances 
in fcripture of punifhment being 

innitfed by 

God on men for their arrogance — as Senache- 
rib, and Nebuchadnezzar. It appears even 

I i Ciiron. xxix. 20. 

from 
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from profane hiftory, that the unenlightened 
Greeks refuted to pay the cuftomary homage 
claimed by the Perfian monarchs. So gene- 
ral is the fentiment that wo'rlhip is due to 

God alone. , . 

In fcripture we find that all worOnp of crea- 
tures is forbidden both by precept and exam- 
ple, and is difclaimed by all realonable men, 
and even by the angels. When the apoftle 
John, from miftake, fell down at the teet of 
an angel, to worlhip him, the angel immedi- 
ately forbade him, faying, See thou do* not: I 
amthyfellow-ftrvant. Worjbip God*. If it mould 
be faid, that the angel who appeared unto A- 
braham, and unto Mofes, received worlhip ; 
we reply, as we have done already, that the 
perfon on thefe occafions denominated an an- 
gel is characterized as the Supreme Jehovah, 
as the great I am that 1 am. We are often 
told that God appeared unto his people, and 
fpake unto them; that he thus fometimes 
appeared, at leaft in the human form, may 
be proved from Gen. xviii. t, 2, 33. and from 

Torn. v. 13, 14* «j- ! and that k ™ s th *™ n 
of God who thus appeared, is moll probable. 

We need fcarcely obferve, that all the pro- 
phets and apoftles carefully guarded men 
againft paying any thing like religious homage 
to them, on account of their divine commil- 
fion, and at the fame time inftrudted them 
that worlhip was due to God alone, 

Religious worlhip is not only forbidden, 
both by precept and example, to be given to 

» p.ev. ssii. 8, 9. 

any 
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any creature, angel, or man, but is ftridtty en* 
joined to be given to God alone. It is ! the firft 
commandment^^// Jhalt have no other gods 
before me. Hear, 0 ljrael, the Lord our God is 
one Lord \ Thou Jhalt fear the Lord thy God; 
bim Jhalt thou ferve, and to him fjalt thou cleave, 
and /wear by bis name b . And Jefus repels the 
temptation which Satan proposed of worfhip* 
ping him with thefe words, which feem to be 
a quotation of the laft paffage : // is written, 
Thou Jhalt worfrip the Lord thy God, and him 
only alt thou ferve \ 

When the inhabitants of Lyftra propofed 
to offer facrificc to Paul and Barnabas, fup- 
pofing them to be gods, on account of their 
having cured a^cripple, the apoftle cried out, 
We alfo are men of like pajfions with yon, and 
f reach unto you that ye Jhould turn from thefe va- 
nities unto the living God, who made heaven and 
earthy andfea, and all things therein] thus point- 
ing out to them, that the Supreme God is the 
fole objett of religious worfliip: God is ajta* 
tons God y and will not give his glory to another. 

After having thus briefly ihewn that the 
examples and precepts in fcripture are calcu- 
lated to warn us againft paying worfhip to 
men or angels, and to excite us to give wor- 
fliip to the true God alone ; we' proceed to 
fliew, that the Lord Jefus received religious 
worfhip, without ever ones difclaiming 
it, or forbidding men to give it to him; 
that he was worlhipped as poflefling divine 
perfeftions, and having performed divine 

• Deut vi. 4. * Deut. x. 20, c Matth. iv. 10. 

works, 
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works ; that he was worlhipped not only by 
men but alfo by angels ; that he is the objea 
of worfliip not only by example, but alfo by 
precept; that he is the objeft of the fame re- 
ligious worfliip that is given to the Father. 

The Father, as we have already obferved, is 
mod frequently reprefented as the God and 
Father of Jefus Chrift ; as vindicating the ho- 
nour of the Deity ; as fending his Son into the 
world, and exacting from him the punifliment 
due to the fins of mankind ; and the Son is 
mod frequently reprefented as Mediator, as 
a&ingin room of mankind, and for their fal- 
vation. 

All worfliip from men muft beaddrefled to 
God through Chrift as Mediator ; and there- 
fore, though there were few inftanccs of its 
being immediately dire&ed to Chrift, it 
would not be reafonable thence to infer that 
Chrift was not the Supreme God. For wc 
are affured by other proofs, that he is God 
equal with the Father; and are informed that 
by becoming Mediator, he humbled himfclf 
and veiled his glory. It is therefore remark- 
able, that though the office of Chrift required 
him to be generally reprefented as the way to 
the Father, or the medium pf worfhip, yet di- 
vine wifdom fhould have fo ordered it that 
Chrift fhould be frequently reprefented alfo 
as the objeft of worfhip. 

The angels who, as we have feen above, re- 
fufe all worfliip to themfelves, give it to 
the Lord Jefus. When God the Father bringeth 
hisfrjl begotten into the world, be Jaitb, And let 

fill 
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all the angels of God worjhip him \ It muft have 
been as immanuel, that Chrift was exhibited 
as an objeft of worfhip to all the angels ; for 
it was when he was brought into the world, 
or declared God-man and Mediator, that this 
injunction of worfhip was laidupon the angels. 
Suppofing that Chrift was known, acknow- 
ledged and worfhipped as God before this in- 
junction, his aflumption of the human nature, 
and mediatorial undertaking, might have 
rendered it doubtful to the angels, had it not 
been commanded by God, whether the Son 
{hould be the objeft of their worfhip, as Im- 
manuel : for it is evident that angels were not 
at firft fully acquainted with the charaftet 
and office of Mediator, from our being told, 
that they defire to look into the myfiery of redemp- 
tion. Now what we affumed, as a fuppofitiofl 
that Chrift was known, acknowledged, and 
worfliipped as God by angels before his - 
taking the human nature, is proved from 
the declarations— that he had glory with 
the Father before the world was ; that he was 
before all things j that by him all things were 
created, vifible and invifible, principalities 
and powers. And therefore it was certainly 
the duty of angels to worfhip their Creator ; 
and afluredly they did worfhip him ; for when 
he laid the foundations of the earth, all the Jons of 
God Jhouted for joy \ 

Yea, further, the Father faith unto the i>on f 
Thy throne, 0 God, is for ever and ever, afceptre 
vfrighteoufnefs is the feeptre of thy kingdom c . 

* Heb. I 6. b Heb. i. 8- • Job xnriiL 4 7- 
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Thus we find in fcripture that God the Fa* 
ther gave commandment to the angels to 
worfhip the Son — to worfhip him even when 
appearing in human nature ; and, moreover* 
that the Father addrefTed the Son in terms 
which fhew him to be th^fupreme and wor- 
thy objeft of worfhip* 

It is evident that the perfon deferibed in 
the forty-fifth Pfalm is the Mefiiah. But of 
him it is faid to the church, He is thy Lord ; 
and wor/fjip thou him \ 

We read that immediately after the birth 
of Jefus, wife men, conduced to Bethlehem 
and inftruded by God, when they had come 
into the houfe % and bad feen the young child, with 
Mary bis mother, fell down and worfhipped hiffi f 
find preftnted unto birn gifts, gold, andfrankin* 
cenfe, and myrrh b . Sometime after Jefus had 
entered on his public miniftry, there came a 
leper and worfhipped him, faying, Lord, if 
thou wilt, thou canji make me clean c . See 
other inftances of worfhip being paid to Jefus, 
in chapters ix. 18,; xiv. 23* ; and xv, 24. 
On ChrifVs firft appearance to his diiciples, 
after his refurreftion, they worfliipped him* 
In all thefe inftances, Chrift received the wor- 
fhip that was offered him with filent appro- 
bation ; he neither refufed it, nor cautioned 
thofe who offered it to give it to th? Father 
only. 



* Pfalmxlv, Hi * Matth.it.il, c Matth. Tiii, a* 
N Thus 
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Thus we find feveral inftances of worfhip 
■being paid to Chrift, even when he was on 
twth\ and Rill more inftances of worfliip 
being paid to him after his aicenfion into 
heaven, when his true character was more 
fully known, 

Chrilt having led his difciples out to Be- 
thany, lift up his bands and blejfcd item; and 
while he blejfed them, he was parted from them, 
and carried up into heaven : and they worfipped 
him 1 . God hath highly exalted him {as Me- 
diator) and giticrt him . a name, which is ahm 
every name, that in the name of Jefus every 
knee jhould bow of things (or rather perfons) in 
heaven, and in earth, and under the earth \ 

But to be a little more particular, Chrift 
is reprefented, equally with the Father, as » 
the object of faith, love, and obedience; the 
object of prayer, praife, and facramental ob- 
fervances. 

i* He is defcribed as the objedt of faith. 
Ye believe in God, faid Chrift to his difciples, 
before he fufFcred, believe alfo in me \ 

The 

cxprefuon is not fimply, Believe me, or be- 
lieve my dodtrines, but, Believe in me, even 
as you believe in God ; which expreftion i* 
Uitrd in a variety of pafiages, and denotes 
Chrift to be the proper object of faith. 

Believe on the Lord. Jefus Chrift, faid Paul 
to the cliftrefleci jailor ; and immediately it is 
added, he rejoiced, believing in God with all his 

a Luke xxlv. 50, 51* 52. * Philip, li. 9, 10* c J ohn 
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bmfe\ Every foul which will not hear that 
prophet /ball be defrayed from among his people b . 
If any man love not the Lord Jfus Chrijl, let 
him be Anathema Maran-atba c . They that 
obey not the go/pel of our Lord Jrfut Chrift fhm 
be pumped with everlajting df ruction, from 
the pre fence of the Lord, and from the glory of bis 
power d . 

2. Chrift is, equally as the Father, the ob- 
ject of prayer* Stephen, when full of the 
Holy Ghoft> and in his laft moments, ad- 
dreffed his prayer to Chrift, faying, Lord Je- 
fus, receive my fpirit ; and he kneeled down y and 
cried with a loud voice. Lord, lay not this fin to 
their charge \ The Lord fpake to Ananias in a 
vifion, and directed him to feck out the lately con* 
verted Saul; but Ananias anfwered, Lord, I 
have beard by many of this man, how much evil 
he hath done to thy faints at Jerufalem ; and here 
he hath authority from the chief priejls to bind all 
that call on thy name. But the Lord faid un- 
to him, Go thy way, for he is & chofen veffel unto 
pie, to bear my name before the Gentiles, ahd 
kings, and the children of IfraeL And Ananias 
having %one and put his hands on him , faid, Bro- 
ther Said, the Lord, even Jefus 'that appeared 
unto thee in the way as thou came/1, hath fait me, 
that thou mightefl receive thy fght, and be filled 
with the Holy Ghoft* Ahd when Saul after- 
wards preached Chrift, all that heard him 
were amazed, and faid, Is not this be which 

* Ach xvi> 31, b A£h lit. 28. c 1 Cor* xvu 22. 
* 2 Theft i. 8,V * A£h vii. 59, 60, 
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deftfoyed them which called on this name in Je~ 
rufalem*? J3ere we have the moll indifput- 
able evidence that Chrift is Supreme Lord; 
that he is the difpenfer of the Holy Ghoft, 
and of all other gifts; and particularly, that 
he was the objeft of worfhip to all the primi- 
tive Chriftiana. Ananias, and all the other 
faints called on his name; yea, the diftin* 
guifhtng charafter of the Chriftians, and on 
account of which they were perfecuted by 
the Jews, was, that they called on the name 
of the Lord Jefus, Compare Joel il 32* 
where it is faid, And it Jhalt come to pajs, thai 
whofoever Jhall call on the name of the Lordfeall 
be delivered, with Rom. x, 12, 13. The fame 
Lord over all is rich unto all that call upon kim* 
For whofoever Jhdll call upon the name of the 
Lord fhall be faved. How then /hall they call 
on htm in whom they have not believed ? There 
can be no doubt hot that jefus Chrift is that 
Lord here mentioned, on whom men ftiould 
call Paul, writing to the Corinthians, thus 
begins his fir ft epiftle : Unto the church of God 
which is at Corinth, to them that are fanftified in 
Chrift Jejus, called to be faints, with all that in 
every place call upon the name ofjefus Chrift our 
Lord, both theirs and ours ; grace be unto you, 
and peace from God the Fat her , and from the 
Lord Jefus Chrift. For this, faith Paul, fpeak- 
ing of the meffenger of Satan, the thorn in 
Jthe flefh, / btfought the Lord thrice, thai it 



• A£te ix* 10, 13^ 14, Jkc- 
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might depart from me, and he faid unto me, My 
grace is fufficient for thee ; for my frcrglh is 
made perfect in weaknefs. Mojl gladly there- 
fore will I glory in my infirmities, that the power 
of Chrifl may red upon me \ Now God himflf 
and our Father, and our Lord Jefus Chrift direct 
vur way unto you b . Now our Lor a Jejus Chrill 
himfclf, and Otd, even our Father, comfort your 
hearts, and (lahlijh you in every good word and 
work\ 2 be grace of our Lord Jefus Chrift, 
and the love of God, and the communion of the 
Holy GhoQ be with you all, amen d . In thefe 
two laft paflfages, Jefus is named firft as the 
objetf. of prayer ; fo that the Father's being 
generally firft named Can be no objection 
againft the fame kind of worlhip bemg paid 
to the Son that is paid to the Father. Paul 
begins almoft all his epiftles with prayers of 
mercy, grace, and peace, equally from God 
the Father, and from the Lord Jefus Chrift. 
Thefe things, faith the apoftle John, have I 
written unto you, that ye may believe on the name 
ef the Son of God. And this is the confidence 
that we have in him, that if we ajk any thing, ac- 
cording to his will, he hearetb us ; and if wc 
know that he hear us, whatever we ajk, we know 
that we have the petitions that we dejired of him c . 
Surely, faith Chrift, I come quickly : amen, faith 
the church, even fo come, Lord Jefus. The 
grace of our Lord Jefus Chrifl be with you alL 
Amen f „ 

* 1 Cot. xii. 8, 9- * 1 Theft iii. 1 1. c 2 Theft", ii. 
J6, 17. d a Cot liii* 14. c 1 John v. 13, 14, '5- f Rev * 
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Thus we have produced many paflages, 
which ihew thatChrift is equally as the Fa- 
ther the object of prayer. The Father and 
the Son are often conjoined as the object of 
prayer, which proves that the worfhip paid to 
the Son is not fubordinate, for it will be ac- 
knowledged, that the worihip paid to the Fa- 
ther is not fubordinate but fuprcme. 

3. Moreover, Chrift is equally the objeft 
of praife as the Father is. 0 ftng unto the 
Lord a new fong.ftng unto the Lord all the earth. 
Sing unto the Lord, blcfs bis name,Jhrw forth bis 
fahation from day to day ; and fo throughout 
the whole Pfalm, the infpired writer conti- 
nues to afcribe praife to the Lord in fublim- 
eft drains, and then concludes, Let the hea- 
vens rejoice, let the earth be glad ; let the fea 
roar, and the fulntfs thereof; let the fields be joy 
fid, and all that is therein : before the Lord; for 
he comet h, for be comet h to judge the earth; be 
Jball judge the world with rigbteoufuefs, and the 
people with his truth \ AflWj 

Who but Chrift is judge of the quick and 
the dead ; and who but he can be faid to 
come unto the earth — he who once came to 
^.ivc his people, and {hall come the fecond 
time to raife the dead and judge* the world? 
The chariots of God are twenty thou/and, even 
thovfands of angels ; the Lord is a?nong thin, as 
in Sinai, in the holy place. Thou baft afcended 
on high ; thou hafl led captivity captive ; thou haft 
received gifts for men ; yea for the rebellious 

* Pfalm xcvi. 1, 2, Sec. 
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elfo: that the Lord God might dwell among 
them. Bleffed be the Lord, who daily loadeth us 
with his benefits, even the God of our falvaticn \ 
The whole Pfalm indeed is one continued 
fong of praife and thankfgiving to the Lordt 
But who is this Lord ? The apoftle anfwers 
this in his epiftle to the Ephefians, iv. 8> 
and forward, where he directly applies the 
above pafTage to the Lord Jefus. In die fe- 
cond Pfalm, David thus fpeaketh, Kifs ye the 
Son left he be angry, and ye perifh from tlx way: 
bleffed are all they that put their truft in him. In 
a formerly quoted pafTage from llaiah, which, 
as we faw before, the Evangelifl John applies 
to Chrift, the feraphim cry one to another 
and fay, Holy y Holy, Holy, is the Lord of Hofls, 
the whole earth is full of bis glory. The apofUe 
Peter thus concludes his fecond epiftle: But 
grow in grace and in the knowledge of our Lord 
and Saviour Jefus Chrift: to him be glory both now 
and for ever, amen. New unto him that is able 
to keep you from falling, faith Jude, and toprcfent 
you faultlejs before the prefence of his glory, with 
exceeding joy ; to the only wife God our Saviour, 
be glory and majejly, dominion and power, both 
now and ever, amen. 

And I beheld and I heard the voice of many an- 
gels, round about the throne, and the living creatures, 
and the elders ; and the number oj them was ten thou- 
fand times ten tboufand, and thoufands of thoufands, 
faying^ with a loud voice, worthy is the Lamb that 
was Jlain , to receive power, and riches, and wifdom, 

a Pfalm lxviii. 17, 18, &c. 

and 
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and flrmgthy and honour ', and glory and blejfmg. 
And every creature which is in heavetty and on the 
earthy and under the earthy andfuch as are in the fea 9 
and all that are in them, beard I faying, Blejfmg } and 
honour \andglor\\ and power , be unto him thatftttetb 
upon the throne, and unto the Lamb y for ever and 
ever\ Here we fee that worfhip is offered 
to Chrift in fublimeft (trains, by all the 
creatures; and that it is exprefled to him in 
the fame terms as it is to the Father. 

In another paffage of the Revelation, the 
apoftle faith, After this I beheldy andy lo, a great 
multitude y which no man could number \of all nations , 
and kindredsy and people^ and tongues \food before ^ 
the throne y and before the Lamby clothed with white 
robes and palms in their hands; afid cried with a hud 
voicey Salvation to cur Gody that fitteth upm the 
throne \ and to the Lamb b . Thus we find, that 
praife is offered to Chrift in the fame terms 
as it is offered to the Father. It is offered ta 
him conjointly with the Father, which proves 
that the worfhip paid to each of them is of the 
fame kind. 

4. Chrift is the objedt of facramental ob- 
fervanees equally as the Father. All Chriftians 
are baptized in the name of the Father, of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghoft. And, fometimes 
we read of baptifm in the name of Chrift only* 
And when they heard this y they were baptized in 
the name of the Lord Jcfus\ Chrift's name 
being mentioned fmgly proves that this ho* 

i Rev, v. tr, n, 13. b Rev. vii 9, 10- * A&$ xi*> 
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flour was properly given to Chrift, and being 
mentioned along with the name of the JFather, 
and of the Holy Ghoft, proves that this ho- 
nour was truly divine. The objection from 
the Ifraclites being baptized unto Mofes in the 
cloud and in the fea is altogether foreign. Bap- 
tifm, under the Old Teftament difpenfation, 
was not inftituted as a religious ordinance 
in the fenfe that it now is. Circumcifion was 
the ordinance which baptifm fucceeded, but 
the Ifraeliteswere not circumcifed unto Mofes, 
The baptizing unto Mofes was not an inftitu- 
tion, was not obferved individually, was not 
f obferved perpetually, but is only adefcription 
of an event that happened to one generation ; 
an event which fhould have encouraged the 
Ifraelites to follow and confide in Mofes, as 
their Leader. Under the direaion of Mofes, 
they drank a/fo of the spiritual rock that followed 
thenty but that rock was Cbrijl \ 

It is alfo manifeft that the Lord's fupper, 
the moft folemn ordinance of our religion,and 
which fucceeded the equally folemn ordinance 
of the paffover, hath a principal reference to 
Jcfus Chrift as it's oh] eft. It is even called by 
his name, as the paffover was called Jehovah's 
paffover; and it is intended topreferveamongft 
mankind a remembrance of our redemption* 
by the firings and death of the Lord 
Jefus. 

Thus it appears that the moft folemn or- 



* Sec 1 Cor. 2, 3, 4. 
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dinances of religious worfhip are performed 
to the ^nourof Chrift, and have him in view 
as their great objett. And it alfo appears that 
there is not one kind of religious worfliip, as 
far as is revealed to us, that is paid to die 
Father but which is paid to the Son in equally 
fublime and expretTive terms as it is to the 
Father. 

To lay that God the Father conferred on 
Chrift a right to divine worfliip, is to fpeak 
diflionourably of God, and contrary to his 
own declarations. For he hath faid that he 
will not give his glory to another. It is ab- 
iurd to fuppdfc that God would give to Chrift 
a right to worlhip,unlefs Chrift werepofleffed 
of perfections that entitle him to Inch worfliip. 
But that Chrift is pofieilcd of infinite perfec- 
tions, independently, and not by communica- 
tion, we have already (hewn. God can no 
more command us to worfliip a creature, than 
he can difcharge us from worlhipping himfelf 
To objecl that it is only an inferior or f tibor- 
dinate worfliip that is paid to Chrift, is direft- 
ly to deny what hath already been fhewn 
from fcripture — that every kind of worfliip 
is paid to the Son which is paid to the Father, 
that this worfliip is paid to the Son in the 
fame, or equivalent terms that it is paid to 
the Father; and that this worfliip is frequent- 
ly offered to the Father and the Son conjointly, 
the Son being even fometim.es named before 
the Father* 
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The objection that the Son is worfliipped 
as the Father's reprefentative ; is equally un- 
grounded and abfurd. For the Father is 
every where prefent himfelf, and needeth no 
reprefentative; and if the Son is Hot the true 
God, as the objedors fuppofe, then he is not 
omniprefent, and cannot therefore be the 
Father's reprefentative. And, if he is not om- 
niprefent, he can neither perform the works 
of God, nor be confeious of the worfliip that 
is p^id to him. 

Should it be objeaed that Chrift is wor- 
fliipped only as Mediator, we reply, that this 
name may be under flood to exprefs both the 
chara&er and office of Chrift. It behoved 
the fecond perfon of the Trinity, in order 
that he might accomplifli the redemption of 
mankind, to aflume the human nature : and 
he continues both God and man for ever. 
Weobferved before, that Chrift is inferior to 
the Father with refped to his office, as Media- 
tor ; but not with refpeft to his perfon, as 
Immanuel. It is not the office of Chrift, as 
Mediator; but the dignity of the Mediator's 
perfon, as Immanuel, that entitles him to 
the honour of fupreme worfliip. We find 
inftances of worfliip being addrefled to Chrift 
in the days of his tabernacling on earth, as 
well as fi nee the period of his glorio us exaltation. 
Indeed Chrift ftill continues the Mediator be- 
twixt God and man, and now difcharges the 
interceffory part of his office. Chrift is en- 
0 2 titled 
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titled to our love and gratitude, as Mediator; 
if he were only a creature, and not the 
Supreme God, we could not confider fuch 
love and gratitude as expreflions of fupreme 
worfliip. But when we find it declared in 
Icripture both that Chrift is the Supreme God, 
and that he receives the fame worfhip that 
is given to the Father, We are led to difcernthe 
truth — that the worfliip which is paid to him 
muft be fupreme, and that this worfliip is 
paid to him not becaufe he is Mediator, but 
becaufe he, the Mediator, isGod as well as man. 
Tjie names, perfe&ions, and works of the 
Supreme God, which are afcribed to him, 
and the terms ufed to exprefs the worfliip that 
is due to him, mutually elucidate and confirm 
each other. The Mediator is worfliipped, 
but he is worfliipped, not becaufe he is 
Mediator, but becaufe he is the Supreme God. 
For we have (hewn* that he is worfliipped by 
angels, who have no perfonal intereft in his 
mediatorial office. It was Chrift's Supreme 
Divinity that qualified him to perform the 
office of Mediator, and that entitles him to 
worlhip. 

Thus it appears, that many of the above 
objections will be obviated by a clear and pro- 
per ftatement of them ; and it appears that all 
of them proceed upon a fuppofition that 
Chrift is not theSupreme God ; they are found- 
ed on paffages that refpect ChriftY human 
nature, or his office as Mediator ; but are all 

direftly 
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direftly oppofite to innumerable paffages Of 
Icripture in which all the names, perfe&ions, 
works, and worfliip of the true and fupreme 
God are afcribed to Chrift. 

Had Chrift been only once called Lord, God, 
and Jehovah, we might have had fome doubt 
whether he was indeed the true God ; but 
when we find him called by thefe names in a 
great many paflages, and on a variety of oc- 
cafions, we cannot reafonably doubt concern- 
ing his being the true God. Had Chrift been 
defcribed as poflefled of only one perfe&ioft 
•of deity, we might in like manner have mufed 
in our hearts whether he was the Supreme 
God ; but when we find him defcribed as pof- 
fefled of all the infinite perfections of deity, 
every doubt ought immediately to vanifli. It 
might have been thought no fmall proof of 
Chrift' s Supreme Divinity, if he had been de- 
clared to be the author of one divine work, 
but when he is declared to be the author of 
^all the works which God performs, is not the 
proof mod valid and convincing? If one 
kind of worfliip had only once been addrefled 
to Chrift, wc might have hefitated whether 
he was the proper objedl of worfliip ; but when 
we read that every kind of worfliip is paid to 
him ; that the fame worfliip is paid to him 
which is paid to the Father; that it is often paid 
to him conjointly with the Father; that wor- 
fliip is paid to him both by example and pre- 
cept; that it is paid to him by both men and 

angels ; 
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angels; we have the ftrongeft reafons to wor* 
ihip him as our Lord and our God. 

When we farther confidcr, that Chrift is 
called by all the names of deity, as Lord, God, 
and Jehovah; that he is defcribed as poifefling 
all the infinite perfections of God,as immerfity, 
eternity, immutability ,omnifcience, and omni- 
potence ; that he is declared to be the author 
of all the works of God, as creation, preferva- 
tion,miracles, regeneration, fal vation, the refur- 
reftion of the body, and eternal judgement; 
that he is the object of faith, of prayer, praife, 
and facramental obfervances ; fhall we be 
more (truck with the fulnefs and perfe&ion of 
this proof, or with the infidelity and audacity 
of thofe who rejeft and oppofe it? We cannot 
but believe, that infinite wifdom, forefeeing 
the oppofition that would be made to the 
doctrine of Chrift's Supreme Divinity, took 
fpecial care that we fhould be furnilhed with 
fuch abundant proof, in order that all might 
be induced to honour the Son as they honour 
the Father; and that thole who do not fo ho- 
nour him might be left without excufe, 

With refpeel to the declarations which the 
fcripture gives of Chrift's humiliation, and 
fubje&ion to the Father, we obferve, that had 
it not been for thefe we might have doubted 
the truth of Chrift's mediatorial character 
and undertaking; we might have doubted 
whether he reprefented the cleft, was the 
Father s fervant,and 10 made complete atone- 
ment 



chribt's supreme divinity. 



ment for fin. And, even not withftanding 
thefe declarations, fome have denied that the 
Son of God hath come in the fteih, and that 
he really fuffered and died. This opinion 
was entertained even in the days of the apoftle 
John, fee 1 John. iv. 2, 3. It was held alfo 
by fomefe&s of theGnoftics, and feems to be 
the opinion of the modern Quakers, 

Thus the declarations that we find in fcrip- 
ture concerning Chrift's manifeftation in the 
flelh, and concerning his fubmiflion or infe- 
riority to the Father, were neceffary; but that 
no doubt concerning his Supreme Divinity 
might thence arife, fufficient care hath been 
taken in fcripture that wc fhould have the 
fulleft and cleareft proofs of his being the 
true God, and equal with the Father* If, 
after all, men will miftake the truth, the fault 
is not in the fcriptures, but in man's corrup- 
ted and perverfe underftandings. 

We obferve farther, that fome of the Ad- 
verfaries fpeak of having the belief of the Fa- 
ther's fole divinity reftored, in oppofition to a 
general and long continued belief of the di- 
vinity of the Son. But if it is a truth that 
the Father only is God, why was not a pro- 
vifion made, or at leaft a caution given, by 
omnifcience, againft a belief of the Son's 
divinity? Why is the whole tenor of fcrip- 
ture; not only in declaration, but alio in 
example; not only in precept but alfo in 
prophecy ; calculated to promote a belief of 

Chrift's 



112 A SCRIFTUBE DEFENCE OF 

Chrift's Supreme Divinity ? The church was 
foretold and forewarned of the corruptions 
of Antichrift; why was it not foretold and 
forewarned of the corrupt belief of ChritVs 
divinity, if fuch a belief is corrupt? The 
worlhip of angels is exprefsly forbidden, why 
was not the worfliip of Chrift alfo forbidden ? 
Or, why, on the contrary, have we the exprefs 
injun&ion of God, that he ihould be wor- 
fliipped by angels? Doth not the very name 
of Antichrift intimate a fyftem of do&rines, 
and a mode of worfhip oppofite to the honour 
of Chrift? And doth it not alfo intimate 
that Chrift is worthy of the higheft honour? 

Yea, farther, we are not only not foretold 
and forewarned of any error that fhould, or 
can, arife from thinking too highly of Chrift* 
but we are foretold and forewarned of the 
falfe dodrine of fome who fhould deny the 
Lord Jefus. The apoftle Peter faith exprefsly, 
that as there were falfe prophets among the peo- 
ple t even fo Jhall there be falfe teachers among 
you, who privily fhall bring in damnable here- 
jks; even denying the Lofd that bought them\ 
Did ever any fed of Chriftians deny the 
divinity of the Father? And who are they 
but the Adverfaries that deny the Lord 
that bought them ; fince they deny his pro- 
per divinity, and the true nature and effica- 
cy of his atonement ? There are certain men, 
faith Jude, crept in unawares^ who were before 
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(fold ordained to this condemnation, ungodly men^ 
turning the grace of our God into tajcivioufnefs, 
and denying the only Lord God, and our Lord 
Jefus Chrift 1 . And, faith the apoftle John, 
Who is a liar f but he that denteih that Jefus is the 
Chrift? Wbofever denietb the Son, the fame hath 
not the Father*? Again he faith, Whofoever jhall 
ionfefs that Jefus is the Son of God, God dwelleth 
in him, and he in God\ Once more, Paul faith, 
No ma n can fay that Jefus is Lord but by the Holy 
GhoJl\ 

Thus we fee that it is foretold in fcripture 
that there would arife men, and teachers in the 
church, who deny the Lord Jefus Chrift ; and 
alfo, that a belief that Jefus is Lord is to be 
attained only by the teaching of God's Spirit. 
And how then is it poffible to conceive that 
thofe men can be rightly inftru&ed in the 
do&nne of Chrift, who deny the perfonality 
and influence of the Holy Ghoft ? 

Thus we are cautioned to beware of thofe 
who would cunningly lead 1 us away from a 
belief of Chrift's Supreme Divinity, and a be- 
lief of his meritorious <Jeath f But of this be- 
lief we need not, we ought not, to be afhamed, 
either in time, or at the judgement-feat. 
There can be no danger from fuch a belief ; 
but there is the greateft danger from the op- 
pofite belief, if it is falfe, as we have endea- 

a Jude v. 4. h John ii. 22, 23. 0 I John iv* if. 
1 1 Cor. lii. 13, 
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voured to fhew that it is. So ftrong appears to 
be the proof of Chrift's Supreme Divinity, 
that if 1 have reafon, and ought to believe 
more certainly any thing revealed in fcripture, 
it is the Supreme Divinity of the Lord lefus 
Chrift. 

And with refped to the pra&ical influence 
of a belief of this doctrine, we would briefly 
obferve, that we know of none that is equally 
calculated to promote holineft. The habitual 
faith, that the mod high God, our Creator and 
fovereign, was manifefted in human nature, 
lived on earth, flittered and died for the fal- 
vation of us guilty and unworthy creatures, 
will at once produce admiration, gratitude, 
repentance, and obedience. It is in Chrift 
that we can properly know, love, and enjoy 
God. For he is the brightness of the Fathers 
glory , and the exprefs image of his perfott. Kvery 
one who hath believed in Immanucl will leek 
to know his love in its breadth and length, its 
height and dtpth, which paffeth knowledge ; 
and thus lhall be filled with all the fulnefs of 
God* 

By way of Appendix, we {hall fhew in what 
manner the Adverfaries, according to their 
own acknowledgement, elude the force of 
thofe paflages which fo clearly prove the Su- 
preme Divinity of Chrift. Hence it will ap- 
pear that they rejeel every thing in fcripture 

that 
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that is above their own finite comprehenfion, 
and depraved judgement. 

Thus fpeaketh Smaicius in his 8th Homily 
upon the lit chapter of Johns gofpei : " Al- 
u though it were once, a fecond time,yea molt 
" frequently and elegantly exprefted in fcrip- 
41 ture, that God became man ; yet, becaufe 
44 fuch a thing is abfurd, and plainly con- 
44 trary to reafon, and blafphemous againlt 
44 God, we think it much better to invent 
44 fome mode offpecch,by which thefe things 
u may be underftood as faid of God, than to 
44 underftand them limply, and according to 
44 the obvious found and import of the words*" 
And faith Socinus himfelf : " Although it 
44 were not once, but often declared in fenp- 
44 ture, I fliould not therefore, according to 
44 your judgement, believe fuch a thing to be 
44 true, becaufe thofe things cannot be admit- 
44 ted, which it is clearly evident cannot be; 
44 although the facred oracles feem to attelt 
44 their truth : and therefore the words of the 
44 fcripture are fometimes to be explained in 
44 another fenfe than their found would ex- 
44 prefs, even by having recourfe to the molt 

* The words in the original are : " Crcdimus, etiamfi 
« non femel, atque itcrum, fed fatis crebro, et difkniihme 
« fcriptum extaret, Deum tffc hominera faftum, multo fa- 
« tius elTe, quia hxc res fit abfurda ac ratione plane contra- 
« ria,et in Deum blafphema, modum aliquem dicendi com- 
" minifci, quo efta dc Deo dici poilunt, quam ifta nmphci. 
c< ter, ita, ut verba fonant, intelligerc. 
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$i unufual figures of fpeeeh Socinus hefe 
faith, that thofe things cannot be admitted, or 
believed, which it is dearly evident cannot be. 
How can a thing be faid to be clearly evident, 
that is only faid to be fo by one party in op* 
pofition to the belief of many, and to the lan- 
guage of fcripture ? Can it be a felf-evident pro- 
pofition that God did not appear in human 
nature ? We Ihould imagine that the truth or 
falfehood of this would depend on hiftorical 
evidence, and not upon intuition, or upon any 
firft principles, or axioms. Theexiftence of God 
may be a felf-evident principle; but what God 
fhould do, or how he may manifeft himfelf 
to mankind, cannot be known but by a par- 
ticular revelation. 

To the fame purpofe fpeaketh Schlichtin* 
gius: " Becaufe the fcripture declares both, 
** we are not therefore to conclude that both 
" thefe are confident; but rather, becaufe 
c< thefe are incontinent, we ought to deter* 
" mine that one of thefe is not declared by 
" Scripture f " But how unreafonable is it 

to 

# The words in the original are : " Ego quicierrt, etiamfi 
ff non femel fed fepe in facris monumentis feriptum ex- 
" tarct, non idcirco tamen rem ita prorfus fe habere crede- 
u rem, ut vos opinamini, cuum ea, qua* fieri non poffe 
f* aperte conftat, Divinis etiam oraculisea fuirTe in fpectcm 
" aiteftantibu% requaquam admittantur; et idcirco fa era 
" verba in alium fenfum quam ipla fonant, per inufitatos 
* c etiarn tropos, quandocunque explicantur." De Servatore, 
Pars iit, cap. 6. 

t «' itaque non, quia utrumque fcriptura dicat, propterea 
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to conclude that that one is not declared in 
fcripture which appears to be fo fully de- 
clared > 

Thus we fee how the Adverfaries, not- 
withftanding their profelfed refpea for the 
fcriptures, believe them no farther than they 
agree with their own preconceived opinions* 
Inftead of forming their fentiments by the 
fcriptures, they would form the fcriptures 
by their fentiments. 

They who deny the Supreme Divinity of 
the Lord Jefus, for the moft part alfo deny 
or undervalue the atonement which he made 
for fin. They reprefent repentance as mak- 
ing atonement for paft fins ; and the mercy 
of God as granted to the penitent without 
refped to the complete fatisfa&ion of Chrift. 
We mean not at prefent to ftate and defend, 
the proper facrifice which the Lord Jefus 
made for the fins of his people. We would 
only obferve, that a denial of ChrifVs proper 
and efficacious atonement is a confequence 
of a denial of his Supreme Divinity. And 
indeed, if Chrift was only a creature, his 
fufferings and death cannot reafonably be 
confidered as a full expiation of the fins of 
believers. 

Perfons of the above fentiments generally 

" tiEC inter fe non pugnare, concludendum eft ; fed potius 
" quia hsec inter fe pugnant, ideo alterutrum a fcriptura 
w non did ftatuendum eft." Ad Meifir. Defm* Socin. 

deny 
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deny alfo the perfonality and influence of 
the Holy Ghoft. 

But they who thus deny and explain 
away ChrilVs Supreme Divinity, his proper 
atonement for fin, and the divinity of the 
Holy Ghoft, deny the peculiar dodrines of ' 
the gofpel, and cannot, in fad, be conlidered 
as differing from deifts. 

Such pcrfons would recommend their 
opinions, from a fuppofition that the general 
prevalence of them would be the means of 
removing the prejudices of Jews and Maho- 
metans againft the gofpel. This is indeed 
a ftrange mode of converfion which they pro- 
pofe; and in our view, is rather a converfion 
of Chriilians to Mahometaniim, than a con- 
verfion of Mahometans to Chriilianity. And 
what but the prevalence of Arian and Pela- 
gian tenets made way for the propagation of 
Mahomet's doctrines amongft thole to whom 
they were firft propofed? Mahometans be- 
lieve that Jefus Chrift was a true Prophet, 
but deny him to be God ; and, confidently with 
ftich belief, they have admitted the divine mif- 
fion of another prophet. The Chriilians who 
firft embraced Mahometanifm difbelieyed 
or difregarded the method of juftification 
through the death of Chrift, and thedodrine 
of falsification by the divine Spirit ; and 
therefore eafily received dodrines that repre- 
sented die favour of heaven as attainable by 

means 
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means accommodated to the weak endeavours 
of mankind ; and future happinefs as confin- 
ing in fenfual gratifications. Wherefore, by 
expunging from our creed the dodrines of 
ChrilVs Supreme Divinity, and proper atone- 
ment; and the dodrines of the perfonality and 
influence of the Spirit, we fhall, in fad, become 
Mahometans inftead of converting Mahome- 
tans to the belief of Chriftianity. And 
why need the Adverfaries wifli for the 
converfion of the Jews, fince a belief in one 
perfon of the godhead, and repentance, are 
all that, according to them, are neceffary for 
falvation; which dodrines the Jews already 
hold? 

In every country where the gofpel hath 
been preached errors have begun gradually to 
arife, and have continued to increafc in mag- 
nitude, number, and prevalence, until the true 
light hath been extinguiQied, or until God 
hath graciouQy granted a revival. Where- 
fore it fhould be our endeavour and prayer, 
that the true dodrines of the gofpel may be 
prefer ved and valued amongft us. 

O blefled Saviour, who*rt the Supreme 
Ruler of Zion, caufe the light of thy gofpel to 
fhine forth ; let thy kingdom come in more en- 
larged extent, and in power. Revive amongft 
the inhabitants of this land a knowledge, love, 
and improvement of the pure dodrines of the 

gofpel* 
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gofpel Be not provoked to remove our 
candlcftickj but tarn us again, and caufe thy 
face gracioufly to ihine upon us, Amm* . 
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ERRATA* 



Page 20, line 15, from the head, for mtU read t^V* 

Page 47, line 14, after verfe Ihonld be a full point. 

Page 47, line 15, fupply and before the fing* 

Fage 89, line 1 1, before the laft word, Philip, infert alio 

Page 90, line 1 , dele as Mediator, 

Pa^e 91, at the beginning of the 5th line from the foot IV, 

/houM have beenput inftead of 4. 
Page 93, line J 2, from the foot, dele at leafl 
Page yo, notes b and % for Heb. i. 8. read Job xixviii. 4, 7. aji 

vice verfa. 
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